THURSDAY,  MARCH  1,  1979 


highKghts 

ORGANIZATION  OF  STATE  COURT  SYSTEMS 

Justioe/LEAA  announces  competitive  research  grant;  pro¬ 
posals  by  5-4-79 . 

NATIONAL  EVALUATION  PROGRAM 

Justice/LEAA  solicits  proposals  for  grants  to  assess  several 
topic  areas;  proposals  by  4-15-79 . 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  EDUCATION 

HEW/PHS  announces  that  applications  for  traineeships  are 
being  accepted;  appHcatiorts  due  by  3-15-79  (2  documents).. 

CITIZEN  PERCEPTION  OF  SAFETY 

Justice/LEAA  armounces  competitive  research  grant;  prepro¬ 
posals  by  4-15-79 . 

STATE-ADMINISTERED  ADULT  EDUCATION 
PROGRAM 

HEW/OE  issues  rtotice  of  availability  of  draft  proposal . 

ELEMENTARY  AND  SECONDARY 
EDUCATION 

HEW/OE  issues  notice  of  availability  of  draft  proposal  for 
various  programs . . 

MEDICARE  PROGRAM;  COST  REPORTING 

HEW/HCFA  sets  forth  notice  of  schedule  of  limits  on  hospital 
inpatient  general  routine  operating  costs;  comments  by 
4-30-79  . 

SUPPLEMENTAL  ANNUITY  PROGRAM 

RRB  issues  determination  of  rate  of  excise  tax  quarterly . 

HIGHWAY  SAFETY  IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM 

OOT/FHWA  clarifies  and  condenses  existing  reguiatkxts; 
effective  3-5-79 . 

MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY 

DOT/NHTSA  requests  public  comments  on  bumper  stand¬ 
ards;  comments  by  4-30-79 . 

LOCOMOTIVE  INSPECTION 

DOT/ FRA  issues  temporary  amendment  on  inspection  regula¬ 
tions;  effective  2-23-79;  expires  5-30-79;  comments  by 
3-16-79;  hearing  on  3-9-79 . 

PRECONSTRUCTION  PROCEDURES 

DOT/FHWA  publishes  final  rule  on  federal-aid  programs 
approval  arxf  project  authorization;  effective  3-6-79;  com¬ 
ments  by  5-30-79 . . 

DOMESTIC  CRUDE  OIL  ALLOCATION 
PROGRAM 

OOE/ERA  publishes  entitlement  notice  fcr  December  1978  ... 
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AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  foliowing  agencies  have  agreed  to  publish  all  dxuments  on  two  assigned  days  of  the  week  (Monday/ 
Thursday  or  Tuesday/Friday).  This  is  a  voluntary  program.  (See  OFR  notice  41  FR  32914,  August  6, 1976.) 


Monday 

Tuosday 

Wadneaday 

Thursday 

Friday 

CX>T/OOAST  GUARD 

USOA/ASCS 

DOT/CX)AST  GUARD 

USOA/ASCS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USOA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USOA/APHIS 

DOT/FAA 

USOA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USOA/FNS 

OOT/OHMO 

USOA//FSQS 

OOT/OHMO 

USOA/FSQS 

DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 

eSA 

MSPBVOPM* 

eSA 

MSPBVOPM* 

LABOR 

LABOR 

HEW/FOA 

HEW/FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  for  publication  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the  Week  Program  C oordinator,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 

*N0TE:  As  of  January  1, 1979,  the  Merit  Systems  Protection  Board  (MSPB)  and  the  Office  of  Personnel  Management  (0PM) 
will  publish  on  the  Tuesday/Friday  schedule.  (MSPB  and  0PM  are  successor  agencies  to  the  Civil  Service  Commission.) 


y**.  Published  daily.  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays.  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 

« holidays!,  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service.  General  Services 
Administration.  Washington.  DC.  20408.  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended:  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  ( 1  CFR  Ch.  I)  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office.  Washington,  D  C.  20402. 
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by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  publlshiHl  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 

Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed  to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries  may  be 
made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  Daily  Issue: 

Subscription  orders  (GPO) .  202-783-3238 

Subscription  problems  (GPO) .  202-275-3054 

“Dial  -  a  -  Reg"  (recorded  sum¬ 
mary  of  highlighted  documents 
appearing  in  next  day’s  issue). 

Washington,  D.C .  202-523-5022 

Chicago.  HI .  312-663-0884 

Los  Angeles,  Calif .  213-688-6694 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  202-523-3187 

publication. 

Photo  copies  of  docunr»ents  appear-  523-5240 

ing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections .  523-5237 

Public  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  “How  To  Use  the  523-5235 

Federal  Register.” 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR). .  523-34 1 9 

523-3517 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents .  523-5235 

Index .  523-5235 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  numbers  and  dates .  523-5266 

523-5282 

Slip  Law  orders  (GPO) .  275-3030 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large .  523-5266 

523-5282 

Index .  523-5266 

523-5282 

U.S.  Government  Manual .  523-5230 

Automation .  523-3408 

Special  Projects .  523-4534 


HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


ORE  MINING  AND  DRESSING  POINT  SOURCE 
CATEGORY 

EPA  modifies  the  effluent  limitations  guideHnes;  effective 
3-1-79 .  11546 

IMPORTED  STEEL 

Treasury  announces  trigger  prices  for  1979 .  11633 

CERTAIN  COMMODITIES  AVAILABLE  FOR 
SALE 

USOA/CCe  is  considering  an  amendment  to  governing  policy; 
comments  by  5-1-79  .  11555 

FULL  FOOD  AND  FIBER  PRODUCTION 

USOA  determines  and  certifies  essential  agricultural  uses  and 
natural  gas  requirements;  effective  2-28-79 .  11518 

FRANCHISING  AND  BUSINESS 
OPPORTUNITIES  VENTURES 

FTC  extends  comment  period  to  3-6-79 .  11565 

CERTAIN  SALE  OF  ASSETS  TRANSACTIONS 

SEC  releases  its  views  and  practices  in  administering  exist¬ 
ing  disclosure  requirements  of  the  proxy  rules;  effective 
2-15-79 .  11537 

AGENCY  FORMS 

0MB  list  forms  under  review .  1 1626 

IMPROVING  GOVERNMENT  REGULATIONS 

DOT  publishes  semi-arwiual  summary  of  each  proposed  and 
final  regulation  it  expects  to  publish  durng  succeeding  12 
months  (Part  II  of  this  issue) .  11674 


MEETINGS— 

Commerce/ITA:  Numerically  Controlled  Machine  Tool  Tech¬ 
nical  Advisory  Committee,  3-19-79 .  11572 

NOAA:  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council,  Anchovy/ 

Jack  Mackerel  Advisory  Subpanel,  3-6-79 .  11572 

Ground  Fish/Sablefish  Advisory  Subpanel,  3-7  and 

3-6-79 .  11572 

Salmon  Advisory  Subpanel,  3-7-79 .  11572 

DOE:  National  Petroleum  Council,  Task  Group  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Unconventional  Gas  Sources,  Coal  Seams 

Task  Group,  3-23-79 .  11575 

National  Petroleum  CouncH,  Task  Group  of  the  Committee 
on  Unconventional  Gas  Sources,  Geopressured  Brines 

Task  Group,  2-28-79 .  11575 

DOT/F/VA:  Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics, 

Special  Committee  138— Minimum  Performance  Stand¬ 
ards  for  Airborne  Omega  Receiving  Equipment,  3-8  and 

3-9-79 .  11631 

Special  Committee  140— VHF  Air-Ground  Technology 

and  Spectrum  Utilization,  3-13  and  3-14-79  .  11631 

FCC:  UHF-TV  Receiver  Noise  Figure  Measurement  Stand¬ 
ards  Advisory  Committee,  3-19-79  .  11609 

GPO:  Depository  Library  Council  to  the  Public  Printer,  4-9 

through  4-1 1-79 .  11612 

Interior/BLM:  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  Advisory 

Committee,  3-29  through  3-31-79 .  11619 

National  Commission  on  Social  Security,  3-16-79 .  1 1624 

NFAH:  Humanities  Panel  Advisory  Committee,  3-2-79 .  1 1624 

Treasury/IRS:  Commissioner's  Advisory  Group,  3-15  and 
3-16-79 .  11632 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


RESCHEDULED  MEETING— 

Administrative  Conference  of  the  United  States:  Committee 
on  Rulemaking  and  Public  Information,  rescheduled  from 


3-23  to  3-30-79 .  11572' 

HEARINGS— 

DOT/CG:  Deepwater  Ports.  4-3-79 .  11630 

FRA:  Locomotive  Inspection,  3-9-79 .  11547 


MTB:  Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 


3-22-79 .  11569 

International  Joint  Commission:  Lake  Erie  Ice  Boom, 

3-13-79 .  11623 

SUNSHINE  ACT  MEETINGS .  11670 

SEPARATE  PARTS  OF  THIS  ISSUE 

Part  II.  DOT .  11674 


reminders 

(The  items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list,  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/CG— Drawbridge  operations,  Miami  Riv¬ 
er.  Fla .  5659;  1-29-79 

NHTSA— Equipment  manufacturers'  delay  of 

effective  date .  5137;  1-25-79 

NHTSA— Motor  vehicle  lighting _  38832; 

8-31-78 

FMC — Overcharge  claims; -time  limit  for  fil¬ 
ing  .  7144;  2-6-79 

Historic  Preservation  Advisory  Council— Pro¬ 
tection  of  historic  and  cultural  proper¬ 
ties  .  6068;  1-30-79 

ICC — Protest  Standards  in  motor  carrier  appli¬ 
cation  proceedings .  60277;  12-27-78 

Interior/BLM— Establishment  of  formula  ftK 
(x>mputing  grazing  fees  for  public  range- 

lands  .  2172;  1-10-79 

New  York-New  Jersey  Marketing  area. 

5865;  1-30-79 

USDA/AMS— Milk  Marketing  Orders: 

Texas  Marketing  area .  5867;  1-30-79 

FNS — Payment  of  certain  Administrative 
Ckists  of  State  Agencies  Food  Stamp  Pro¬ 
gram;  monitoring  arx)  reporting  program 
performance .  8548;  2-9-79 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  laws  have  been  received  by 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  assign¬ 
ment  of  law  numbers  and  inclusion  in  today's 
listing. 

[Last  Listing  Jan.  24,  1979] 
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contents 


ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
UNITED  STATES 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Rulemaking  and  Public  Infor¬ 


mation  Committee .  11572 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Lettuce  grown  In  Tex .  11517 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

Rules 

Natural  gas.  essential  agricul¬ 
tural  uses:  certification;  inter¬ 
im  rules .  11518 

ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Humanities  Panel .  11624 

CANADA  AND  UNITED  STATES— 
INTERNATIONAL  JOINT  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Lake  Erie  Ice  Boom  Interna¬ 
tional  Joint  Commission; 


hearings .  11623 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act .  11670 

COAST  GUARD 
RULES 


Safety  zones,  establishment: 
Ashley  River,  Charleston, 


S.C .  11546 

Proposed  Rules 
Drawbridge  operations: 

New  York .  11566 

Pollution: 

Tank  vessels  carrying  oil  in 
bulk;  ballast  tanks  and 
washing  systems  standards; 
correction .  11567 

Notices 

Deepwater  port  license  applica¬ 
tions .  11630 

Engineer  licenses  and  original 
ocean  service  deck;  examina¬ 
tions .  11631 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Industry  and  Trade  Admin¬ 
istration;  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Adminis¬ 
tration;  National  Technical 
Information  Service. 


COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Monthly  sales  list;  publication 


policy  change .  11555 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act .  11670 

CUSTOMS  SERVICE 
Notices 

Tariff  reclassification  petitions: 

Acrylic  resin  sheets .  11632 

ECONOMIC  REGULATORY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 


Crude  oil,  domestic;  allocation 
program;  1978;  entitlement 
notices: 

December .  11575 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Educational  improvement,  re¬ 


sources.  and  support  program 
and  State  leadership  program; 

draft  availability .  11567 

State-administered  adult  educa¬ 
tion  program;  draft  availabil¬ 
ity .  11567 


ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration;  Federal  Ener¬ 
gy  Regulatory  Commission. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National  Petroleum  Council ...  11575 
ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Water  pollution;  effluent  guide¬ 
lines  for  certain  point  source 


categories: 

Ore  mining  and  dressing;  dele¬ 
tion  of  limitations  for  cya¬ 
nide .  11546 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Airworthiness  directives; 

AVCO  Lycoming .  11528 

Boeing .  11528 

Embraer .  11527 

Grumman .  11528 

Control  zones .  11531 

Control  zones;  correction .  11530 

Restricted  areas  (3  documents)..  11532. 

11535 

Standard  Instrument  approach 

procedures . ^ .  11536 

Transition  areas  (2  documents)..  11533, 

11534 


VOR  Federal  airways  (3  docu¬ 
ments) .  11530-11532 

Proposed  Rules 

Restricted  areas .  11559 

Transition  areas  (5  documents)..  11555- 

11558 

VOR  Federal  airways .  1 1556 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Aeronautics  Radio  Technical 
Commission  (2  documents)..  11631 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rules 

Radio  broadcasting: 

AM  stereophonic  broadcast¬ 
ing;  extension  of  time .  11568 

Television  stations,  table  of  as¬ 
signments: 

California;  extension  of  time..  11568 

Notices 

Electronic  computer  originated 
mail  (ECOM);  proposed  offer¬ 


ing;  petition  filed  by  Graph- 
net  Systems.  Inc.;  inquiry;  ex¬ 
tension  of  time .  11609 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Apple  Valley  Aviation,  Inc.  et 

al .  11609 

Meetings; 

UHF-TV  Receiver  Noise  Fig¬ 
ure  Measurement  Standards 
Advisory  Committee .  11609 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notices 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act .  11670 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 


Alabama  Power  Co.  et  al .  11589 

Algonquin  Gas  Transmission 

Co .  11585 

Central  Nebraska  Public  Pow¬ 
er  and  Irrigation  District  et 

al .  1 1589 

Central  Power  &  Light  Co.  et 

al .  11605 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co .  11590 

Coastal  States  Gas  Producing 

Co .  11606 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co  ...  11591 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

Corp .  11585 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co .  1 1591 

Florida  Power  Corp .  11 606 

Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Co .  11592 

Gulf  Oil  Corp .  11592 

H.N.  Burnett .  11606 

Idaho  Power  Co .  11606 
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CONTENTS 


Iowa  Public  Service  Co .  11593 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light 

Co .  11585 

Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Co .  11607 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 

Co..  Inc .  11593 

Lo  Vaca  Gathering  Co .  11594 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 

Co .  11594 

Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co .  11595 

Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 

Co .  11595 

Mississippi  River  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corp.  (2  documents) .  11586. 

11596 

Mobil  Pipe  Line  Co.  et  al .  11607 

Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co  .  11587 

Montaup  Electric  Co .  11589 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of 
America  (2  documents) .  11596. 

11597 

North  Penn  Gas  Co .  11608 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co .  11598 

Northern  States  Power  Co  .....  11608 

Ohio  Edison  Co .  11608 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Indiana .  11599 

Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co .  11599 

Southern  California  LNG  Ter¬ 
minal  Co .  11603 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corp.  (2  documents) .  11603. 

11604 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (2 
documents) .  11604.  11605 


Natural  gas  companies: 

Certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity;  applica¬ 
tions.  abandonment  of  serv¬ 
ice  and  petitions  to  amend...  11600 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act: 

Determination  process  report 

receipts .  11598 

Determinations;  list  of  agen¬ 
cies .  11598 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Engineering  and  traffic  oper¬ 
ations: 

Great  River  Road;  use  of 
funds  for  access  to  scenic, 
historical,  recreational,  etc., 

areas .  11542 

Preconstruction  procedures; 
Federal-aid  programs  ap¬ 
proval  and  authorization  .....  11541 
Highway  safety  improvement 
program .  11543 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Rules 

Overcharge  claims;  time  limit 
for  filing;  effective  date  post¬ 


poned .  11547 

Notices 

Freight  forwarder  licenses: 

Aarid  Consolidators  &  For¬ 
warders.  Inc.,  et  al .  11610 

Atlais  International  et  al .  11611 


FEDERAL  RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Locomotive  inspection: 

Inspection  interval,  tempo¬ 
rary  amendment .  11547 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  OFFICE 
Rules 

CFR  checklist;  1977  and  1978  is¬ 
suances .  11517 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Citizens  Bangroup  &  Co .  11612 


European  American  Bancorp  .  11611 
FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Proposed  Rules 
Consent  orders; 

GACCorp.  etal .  11560 

Huk-A-Poo  Sportswear,  Inc., 

et  al.;  correction .  11560 

Franchising  and  business  oppor¬ 
tunities  ventures  trade  prac¬ 
tice  rule;  interpretative 
guides;  extension  of  time .  11565 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Notices 

Endangered  and  threatened  spe¬ 
cies  permits;  applications  (7 
documents) .  11621, 11622 

FOREIGN  CLAIMS  SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act .  11670 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
See  Federal  Register  Office. 

GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Depository  Library  Council ....  11612 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  Education  Office;  Health 
Care  Financing  Administra¬ 
tion;  Health  Resources  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

HEALTH  CARE  FINANCING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Aged  and  disabled,  health  insur¬ 
ance  for  (medicare): 

Hospital  costs;  schedule  of 
limits  for  cost  reporting  per¬ 
iods;  fiscal  year  1980 .  11612 

HEALTH  RESOURCES  ADMINISTRATJON 
Notices 

Grants;  availability: 

Health  administration  gradu¬ 
ate  programs .  11618 

Public  health  school  students  11618 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

Proposed  Rules 

Low-income  housing: 

Security  deposits;  notice  of 
transmittal  to  Congress .  11566 

INDIAN  AFFAIRS  BUREAU 
Notices 

Indian  tribes,  acknowledgment 
of  existence;  petitions .  11618 

INDUSTRY  AND  TRADE  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Numerically  Controlled  Ma¬ 
chine  Tool  Technical  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee .  11572 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Serv¬ 
ice;  Indian  Affairs  Bureau; 

Land  Management  Bureau. 

Notices 

Environmental  statements; 
availability,  etc.: 

Pecos  River  Basin  Water  Sal¬ 
vage  Project,  N.  Mex.=Tex..  11623 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Commissioners  Advisory 


Group .  11632 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Railroad  employees;  reportingr 

requirements .  11551 

Notices 

Hearing  assignments .  11667 

Motor  carriers: 
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The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  pubTished  in  today’s  issue.  A 
cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  nranih  to  date,  follows  beginning  Mrith  the  secorrd  issue  of  the  month. 

A  Cumulative  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  Hsts  the  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents 
published  since  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


1  CFR 


23  CFR 


46  CFR 


Ch  I . 

.  11517 

7  CFR 

971 . 

2900 . 

.  11517 

.  11518 

Proposed  Rules: 

1402 . 

.  11555 

14  CFR 

.39  f4  dr^r^iimenLc) 

. ”11  .S27.  1 1  .s;»r 

71  (8  documents) . . 

73  (3  documents) ....... 

97 . 

.  11530-11534 

.  11532,  11535 

. .  11536 

630 .  11541 

655 .  11543 

661 .  11542 

924 .  11543 

24  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

880  .  11566 

881  .  11566 

883 .  11566 

33  CFR 

165 .  11546 


531 .  11547 

536 .  11547 

47  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

73  (2  documents) .  11568 

49  CFR 

230 .  11547 

531 .  11548 

571 .  11549 

573 . 11551 

1245  .  11551 

1246  .  11551 


Proposed  Rules: 

71  (6  documents) .  11555-11558 

73 .  11559 

16  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

13  (2  documents) .  11560 

436 .  11565 

17  CFR 

241 .  11537 

250 .  11541 

256 .  11541 


Proposed  Rules: 

117 .  11566 

157 . 11567 

40  CFR 

440 . 11546 

45  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

119  .  11567 

120  .  11567 

134 . 11567 

166 .  11567 


Proposed  Rules: 


Ch  I- VI 

171  _ 

172  . 

173  . 

174  . 

175  . 

176  . 

177  . 

581 . 
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11569 

11569 

11569 

11569 

11569 

11569 
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Proposed  Rules: 

651 .  11571 
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Table  of  Effective  Dates  and  Time  Periods--March  1979 

This  table  is  for  use  in  computing  dates  certain  in  connection  with  dociunents  which  are  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  subject  to  advance  notice  requirements  or  which  impose  time  limits  on  public  response. 

Federal  Agencies  using  this  table  in  calculating  time  requirements  for  submissions  must  allow  sufficient  extra 
time  for  Federal  Register  scheduling  procedures. 

In  conqjuting  dates  certain,  the  day  after  publication  counts  as  one.  All  succeeding  days  are  counted  except  that 
when  a  date  certain  falls  on  a  weekend  or  holiday,  it  is  moved  forward  to  the  next  Federal  business  day.  (See  1 CFR 
18.17) 

A  new  table  will  be  published  monthly  in  the  first  issue  of  each  month. 


Dates  of  FR 
publication 

15  days  after 
publication 

30  days  after 
publication 

45  days  after 
publication 

60  days  after 
publication 

90  days  after 
pubUcation 

March  1 

March  16 

April  2 

AprU  16 

AprU  30 

May  30 

March  2 

March  19 

April  2 

AprU  16 

May  1 

May  31 

March  5 

March  20 

April  4 

AprU  19 

May  4 

June  4 

March  6 

March  21 

AprU  5 

AprU  20 

May  7 

June  4 

March  7 

March  22 

AprU  6 

AprU  23 

May  7 

June  5 

March  8 

March  23 

AprU  9 

AprU  23 

May  7 

June  6 

March  9 

March  26 

AprU  9 

April  23 

May  8 

Jime  7 

March  12 

March  27 

-  AprU  11 

April  26 

May  11 

June  11 

March  13 

March  28 

AprU  12 

AprU  27 

May  14 

June  11 

March  14 

March  29 

AprU  13 

AprU  30 

May  14 

June  12 

March  15 

March  30 

AprU  16 

AprU  30 

May  14 

June  13 

March  16 

April  2 

AprU  16 

AprU  30 

May  15 

June  14 

March  19 

April  3 

April  18 

May  3 

May  18 

June  18 

March  20 

AprU4 

AprU  19 

May  4 

May  21 

June  18 

March  21 

April  5 

AprU  20 

May  7 

May  21 

June  19 

March  22 

April  6 

AprU  23 

May  7 

May  21 

June  20 

March  23 

April  9 

April  23 

May  7 

May  22 

June  21 

March  26 

April  10 

AprU  25 

May  10 

May  25 

Jime  25 

March  27 

AprU  11 

April  26 

May  11 

May  29 

June  25 

March  28 

April  12 

AprU  27 

May  14 

May  29 

June  26 

March  29 

April  13 

AprU  30 

May  14 

May  29 

Jime  27 

March  30 

April  16 

AprU  30 

May  14 

May  29 

June  28 

AGENCY  ABBREVIATIONS  USED  IN  HIGHLIGHTS  AND  REMINDERS 
(This  List  Will  Be  Published  Monthly  In  First  Issue  Of  Month.) 


USDA— AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

AMS— Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
ASCS— Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 
APHIS-Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service 

CCC— Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
CFA— Commodity  Exchange  Authority 
EMS— Export  Marketing  Service 
ESCS— Economics.  Statistics.  and 

Cooperatives  Service 
FmHA— Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion 

FCIC— Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corpo¬ 
ration 

FAS— Foreign  Agricultural  Service 
FNS— Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
FSQS— Food  Safety  and  Quality  Serv¬ 
ice 

FS— Forest  Service 
RDS— Rural  Development  Service 
REA— Rural  Electrification  Admin¬ 
istration 

RTB— Rural  Telephone  Bank 


SEA— Science  and  Education  Admin¬ 
istration 

SCSS— Soil  Conservation  Service 
COMMERCE— COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 
Census— Census  Bureau 
EAB— Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis 
EDA— Economic  Development  Admin- 
istration 

FTZB— Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
ITA— Industry  and  Trade  Administra¬ 
tion 

MA— Maritime  Administration 
MBEO— Minority  Business  Enterprise 
Office 

NBS— National  Bureau  of  Standards 
NFPCA— National  Fire  Prevention  and 
Control  Administration 
NOAA— National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration 
NSA— National  Shipping  Authority 
NTIA— National  Telecommimications 
and  Information  Administration 
NTIS— National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service 

PTO— Patent  and  Trademark  Office 
USTS— United  States  Travel  Service 


DOD— DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
AF- Air  Force  Department 
Army— Army  Department 
DCPA— Defense  Civil  Preparedness 
Agency 

E)CAA— Defense  Contract  Audit 

Agency 

DIA— Defense  Intelligence  Agency 
DIS— Defense  Investigative  Service 
DLA— Defense  Logistics  Agency 
DMA— Defense  Mapping  Agency 
DNA— Defense  Nuclear  Agency 
EC— Engineers  Corps 
Navy— Navy  Department 

DOE-ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 
BPA— Bonneville  Power  Administra¬ 
tion 

ERA— Economic  Regulatory  Admin¬ 
istration 

EIA— Energy  Information  Administra¬ 
tion 

ERO— Energy  Research  Office 
ETO— Energy  Technology  Office 
FERC— Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

OHADOE— Hearings  and  Appeals  Of¬ 
fice,  Energy  Department 
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SEPA— Southeastern  Power  Admin¬ 
istration 

SWPA— Southwestern  Power  Admin¬ 
istration 

WAPA— Western  Area  Power  Admin¬ 
istration 

HEW— HEALTH,  EDUCATION.  AND 
WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 
AC— Aging  Federal  Council 
ADAMHA— Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration 
CDC— Center  for  Disease  Control 
ESNC— Educational  Statistics  National 
Center 

FDA— Food  and  Drug  Administration 
HCFA— Health  Care  Financing  Admin¬ 
istration 

HDSO— Human  Development  Services 
Office 

HRA— Health  Resources  Administra¬ 
tion 

HSA— Health  Services  Administration 
MSI— Museum  Services  Institute 
NIH— National  Institutes  of  Health 
OE— Office  of  Education 
PHS-Public  Health  Service 
RSA— Rehabilitation  Services  Admin¬ 
istration 

SSA— Social  Security  Administration 
HUD— HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT  DEPARTMENT 
CARF— Consumer  Affairs  and  Regula¬ 
tory  Functions,  Office  of  Assistant 
Secretary 

CPD— Community  Planning  and  Devel¬ 
opment,  Office  of  Assistant  Secretary 
FDAA— Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

FHEO— Fair  Housing  and  Equal  Op¬ 
portunity,  Office  of  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary 

FHC— Federal  Housing  Commissioner, 
Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing 

FIA— Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tion 

GNMA— Government  National  Mort¬ 
gage  Association 

IISRO— Interstate  Land  Sales  Reg¬ 
istration  Office 

NCA— New  Communities  Administra¬ 
tion 

NCDC— New  Community  Development 
Corporation 

NVACP— Neighborhoods  Voluntary  As¬ 
sociations  and  Consumer  Protection, 
Office  of  Assistant  Secretary 
INTERIOR— INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 
BIA— Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
BLM— Bureau  of  Land  Management 
FWS-Fish  and  WUdlife  Service 
GS— Geological  Survey 
HCRS— Heritage  Conservation  and 
Recreation  Service 
Mines— Mines  Bureau 
NPS— National  Park  Service 
OKA— Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Interior  Department 
RB— Reclamation  Bureau 
SMRE— Surface  Mining  Reclamation 
and  Enforcement  Office 


JUSTICE-JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 
DEA— Drug  Enforcement  Administra¬ 
tion 

INS— Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service 

LEAA— Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration 

NIC— National  Institute  of  Corrections 
LABOR— LABOR  DEPARTMENT 
BLS— Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
BRB— Benefits  Review  Board 
ESA— Employment  Standards  Admin¬ 
istration 

ETA— Employment  and  Training 

Administration 

FCCPO— Federal  Contract  Compliance 
Programs  Office 

LMSEO— Labor  Management  Stand¬ 
ards  Enforcement  Office 
MSHA— Mine  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

OSHA— Occupational  Safety  •  and 

Health  Administration 
P&WBP— Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs 

W&H— Wage  and  Hour  Division 
STATE— STATE  DEPARTMENT 
AID— Agency  for  International  Devel¬ 
opment 

FSGB- Foreign  Service  Grievance 
Board 

DOT— TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 
CG— Coast  Guard 

FAA— Federal  Aviation  Administration 
FHW A— Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion 

FRA— Federal  Railroad  Adminlstra- 
tlon 

MTB— Materials  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau 

NHTSA-National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration 
OHMR— Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulations 

OPSR— Office  of  Pipeline  Safety 
Regularions 

SLS— Saint  Lawrence  Seaway  Develop¬ 
ment  Corporation 

UMTA— Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration 

TREASURY— TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
ATF— Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Bureau 

Customs— Customs  Service 
Comptroller— Comptroller  of  the  Cur¬ 
rency 

ESO— Economic  Stabilization  Office 
(temporary) 

FS— Fiscal  Service 
IRS— Internal  Revenue  Service 
Mint— Mint  Bureau 
PDB— Public  Debt  Bureau 
RSO— Revenue  Sharing  Office 
SS— Secret  Service 

INDEPENDENT  AGENCIES 
ATBCB— Architectural  and  Transpor¬ 
tation  Barriers  Compliance  Board 
CAB— Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
CASB— Cost  Accoimting  Standards 
Board 


CEQ— Council  on  Environmental  Qual¬ 
ity 

CFTC- Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission 

CITA— Textile  Agreements  Im¬ 
plementation  Committee 
CPSC— Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission 

CRC— Civil  Rights  Commission 
CSA— Community  Services  Admin¬ 
istration 

EEOC— Equal  Employment  Opportu¬ 
nity  Commission 

EXIMBANK— Export-Import  Bank  of 
the  U.S. 

EPA— Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

ESSA— Endangered  Species  Scientific 
Authority 

FCA- Farm  Credit  Administration 
FCC— Federal  Communications 

Commission 

FCSC— Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission 

FDIC— Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration 

FEA— Federal  Energy  Administration 
FEC— Federal  Election  Commission 
FHLBB— Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board 

FHLMC— Federal  Home  Loan  Mort¬ 
gage  Corporation 

FMC— Federal  Maritime  Commission 
FPC— Federal  Power  Commission 
FRS— Federal  Reserve  System 
FTC— Federal  Trade  Commission 
GSA— General  Services  Administration 
GSA/ADTS— Automated  Data  and 
Telecommunications  Service 
GSA/FPA— Federal  Preparedness 
Agency 

GSA/FPRS— Federal  Property  Re¬ 
sources  Service 

GSA/FSS- Federal  Supply  Service 
GSA/NARS— National  Archives  and 
Records  Sendee 

GSA/OFR— Office  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister 

GSA/PBS— Public  Buildings  Service 
ICA— International  Communications 
Agency 

ICC— Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion 

ICP— Interim  Compliance  Panel  (Coal 
Mine  Health  and  Safety) 
rrC— International  Trade  Commission 
LSC— Legal  Services  Corporation  ^ 
MB— Metric  Board 

MWSC— Minimum  Wage  Study 
Commission 

MWSC— Minimum  Wage  Study 
Commission 

NACEO— National  Advisory  Council  on 
Economic  Opportunity 
NASA— National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration 
NCUA— National  Credit  Union  Admin¬ 
istration 

NFAH— National  Foundation  for  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities 
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NLRB— National  Labor  Relations 
Board 

NRC— Nuclear  Regiilatory  Commission 
NSF— National  Science  Foundation 
NTSB— National  Transportation 

Safety  Board 

OMB— Office  of  Management  and 
Budget 

OMB/FPPO— Federal  Procurement 

Policy  Office 

OPIC— Overseas  Private  Investment 
Corporation 


OPM— Office  of  Personnel  Manage¬ 
ment 

OPM/FPRAC— Federal  Prevailing 

Rate  Advisory  Committee 
OSTP— Office  of  Science  and  Technol¬ 
ogy  Policy 

PADC— Pennsylvania  Avenue  Develop¬ 
ment  Corporation 
PRC— Postal  Rate  Commission 
PS— Postal  Service 
RB— Renegotiation  Board 


RRB— Railroad  Retirement  Board 
ROAP— Reorganization,  Office  of  As¬ 
sistant  to  President 
SBA— Small  Business  Administration 
SEC— Securities  and  Exchange 

Commission 

TV  A— Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
USIA— United  States  Information 

Agency 

VA— Veterans  Administration 
WRC— Water  Resources  Coimcil 
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rules  oncl  reguloUons 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  ore  keyed  to  and 
codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superinteisdent  of  Documents.  Prices  o*  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


[1505-01-Ml 

Title  1 — General  Provisions 

CHAPTER  I— ADMINISTRATIVE  COM¬ 
MITTEE  OF  THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

CFR  CHECKLIST 

1977/1978  Issuances 

This  checklist,  prepared  by  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  first  issue  of  each  month. 
It  is  arranged  in  the  order  of  CFR 
titles,  and  shows  the  revision  date  and 
price  of  the  volumes  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  issued  to  date  for 
1977  and  1978.  New  units  issued  during 
the  month  are  announced  on  the  back 
cover  of  the  daily  F^eral  Register  as 
they  become  available. 

For  a  checklist  of  current  CFR  vol¬ 
umes  comprising  a  complete  Cm  set, 
see  the  latest  issue  of  the  LSA  (List  of 
CFR  Sections  Affected),  W'hich  is  re¬ 
vised  monthly. 

The  annual  rate  for  subscription 
service  to  all  revised  volumes  is  $400 
domestic,  $100  additional  for  foreign 
mailing. 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Docu¬ 
ments,  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

cm  Unit  (Rev.  as  of  Jan.  1,  1978); 


Title  Price 

1  .  $2.75 

2  (Reserved] 

3  .  4.25 

4  .  4.75 

5  .  5.00 

7  F*arls: 

0-52 .  6.00 

53-209 . 4.50 

210-699 .  6.75 

700-749 . 4.25 

750-899 .  2.40 

900-944 .  4.75 

945-980  .  3.50 

981-999 .  3.50 

1000-1059 .  4.75 

1060-1119 .  4.75 

1120-1199 .  4.00 

1200-1499 .  4.75 

1500-2799 .  6.50 

2800-2851 .  5.50 

2852 .  6.00 

2853-end .  4.00 

8  .  3.50 

9  .  6.00 

10  F*arts: 

0-199 .  5.00 

200-end . '. _  6.25 

12  Parts: 

1-299 .  8.25 

SOO-end .  6.75 

13  .  4.75 

14  Parts: 

1-59 .  5.75 


Title  Price 

60-199  .  6.75 

200-1199 .  5.75 

1200-end .  3.75 

15  . -  5.75 

16  Parts: 

0-149 .  5.00 

150-999 .  4.75 

1000-end .  5.25 

cm  Unit  (Rev.  as  of  Apr.  1,  1978); 

17  .  $8.25 

18  Parts: 

0-149 .  5.00 

150-end .  5.00 

19  . 6.00 

20  Parts: 

1-399 .  3.50 

400-499 .  5.00 

SOO-end . 4.50 

21  Parts: 

1- 99 .  4.00 

100-199 .  $.00 

200-299 .  2.75 

300-499 .  6.76 

500-599 .  5.00 

600-1299  .  4.25 

1300-end . 4.60 

22  .  6.60 

23  . 6.00 

24  Parts: 

0-499 .  8.25 

SOO-end . . .  9.00 

25  .  6.50 

26  Parts: 

1  (5§  1.0-1.169) .  5.75 

1  (55  1.301-1.400) .  4.00 

1  (55  1.401-1.500) .  4.75 

1  (55  1.501-1.640) .  4.75 

1  (55  1.641-1.850) .  4.75 

1  (551.851-1.1200) .  6.00 

1  (55  1.1201-end) .  6.50 

2- 29 .  4.75 

30-39 .  5.50 

40-299 .  5.50 

300-499 .  4.75 

600-end .  3.00 

27  .  8.75 

cm  Unit  (Rev.  as  of  July  1, 1978); 

28  .  $4.50 

29  Parts: 

0-499  .  6.25 

500-1899 .  6.25 

1900-1919 .  7.00 

31  .  6.25 

32  Parts: 

40-399 .  8.50 

400-589 .  4.50 

590-699 .  4.50 

700-799 .  6.00 

800-999  .  5.50 

1000-1399 .  3.50 

1400-1599 . 4.50 

1600-end .  3.00 

32A .  4.00 

33  Parts: 

200-end .  5.75 

35  .  4.75 

36  .  5.00 

37  .  4.00 

38  .  6.50 

39  .  4.25 

40  Parts: 

0-49 .  4.75 

100-399  .  6.50 

41  Chapters: 

3- 6 .  6.75 

7 .  2.75 


Title  Price 

8 .  2.75 

10-17 .  4.75 

19- 100 .  4.50 

CFR  Index .  5.00 

cm  Unit  (Rev.  as  of  Oct.  1. 1977); 

42  ParU: 

1-399 _ $5.50 

400-end . 4.75 

43  Parts: 

1-999 _  4.00 

1000-end _ _ „....  6.00 

44  [Reserved] 

45  Parts; 

1-99 .  4.25 

100-149 .  5.50 

150-199 .  4.75 

200-499 .  3.50 

SOO-end _ 6.00 

46  Parts; 

1-29 .  3.00 

30-40 .  3.25 

41-69 .  4.50 

70-89 . 3.25 

90-109 .  3.00 

110-139 .  3.00 

140-165 . 4.75 

166-199 _ 3.75 

200-end . 6.00 

47  Parts: 

0-19 .  5.75 

20- 69 . 5.25 

70-79 .  5.00 

80-end .  6.00 

48  (Reserved] 

49  Parts: 

1-99 .  3.00 

100-199 .  8.25 

200-999 .  8.75 

1000-1199 .  4.50 

1200-1299 .  8.00 

1300-end .  4.25 

50  .  5.50 


13410-02-M] 

Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MAR¬ 
KETING  SERVICE  (MARKETING 
AGREEMENTS  AND  ORDERS; 
FRUITS,  VEGETABLES,  NUTS),  DE¬ 
PARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[Arndt.  41 

PART  971— LETTUCE  GROWN  IN 
LOWER  RIO  GRANDE  VALLEY  IN 
SOUTH  TEXAS 

Handling  Regulation 

AGENCY;  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY;  This  emergency  amend¬ 
ment  relieves  the  Sunday  packaging 
prohibition  on  February  25,  and 
March  4,  11,  18  and  25,  1979,  to  allow 
the  industry  additional  time  to  pack 
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its  marketable  lettuce  as  poor  weather 
in  the  production  area  and  unsettled 
labor  conditions  in  California  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  interfere  with  the  marketing 
of  lettuce.  It  will  promote  orderly  mar¬ 
keting  and  benefit  consumers  by 
making  additional  lettuce  available. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  February  25. 
1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Brader,  Acting  Director. 

Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division.  AMS. 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

Washington.  D.C.  20250.  Telephone: 

(202) 447-4722. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Marketing  Agreement  No.  114  and 
Order  No.  971  regulate  the  handling  of 
lettuce  grown  in  the  Lower  Rio 
Grande  Valley  in  South  Texas.  This 
program  is  effective  under  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  amendment  is  based  upon  rec¬ 
ommendations  made  on  February  23 
by  the  South  Texas  Lettuce  Commit¬ 
tee.  which  was  established  under  the 
order  and  is  responsible  for  its  local 
administration.  The  industry  needs  ad¬ 
ditional  time  to  package  lettuce  as 
cold  weather  in  the  production  area 
and  a  labor  strike  in  California  lettuce 
fields  are  expected  to  interfere  with 
lettuce  marketing.  Therefore  the  com¬ 
mittee  requested  relief  from  February 
25  through  March  25,  1979,  from  the 
Sunday  packaging  prohibition. 

Emergency  Findings 

It  is  hereby  found  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  follows  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act.  It 
is  further  found  that  due  to  the  emer¬ 
gency  it  is  impracticable  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  to  provide  60 
days  for  interested  persons  to  file  com¬ 
ments  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
not  postponing  the  effective  date  of 
this  amendment  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  in  that  (1)  this  amendment 
must  become  effective  immediately  if 
producers  and  consumers  are  to  derive 
any  benefits  from  it.  (2)  compliance 
with  this  amendment  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
handlers,  and  (3)  this  amendment  re¬ 
lieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
lettuce  grown  in  the  production  area. 

Regulation,  as  amended.  In  §971.319 
(43  FR  53704,  58355;  44  FR  2165,  7941) 
the  last  sentence  in  the  introductory 
paragraph  is  hereby  amended  by 
adding  the  following  to  it: 

§971.319  Handling  regulation. 

•  •  except  that  the  prohibition 
against  the  packing  of  lettuce  on  Sun¬ 


days  .shall  not  apply  on  February  25 
and  March  4.  11,  18  and  25.  1979. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  1-19.  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7  U.S.C. 
601-674). 

Effective  date.  Dated  February  23, 
1979.  to  become  effective  February  25, 
1979. 

This  regulation  has  not  been  deter¬ 
mined  significant  under  Executive 
Order  12044. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 
Acting  Deputy  Director,  Fruit 
and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6072  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[3410-01-M] 

CHAPTER  XXIX^OFFICE  OF  ENERGY, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  2900— ESSENTIAL  AGRICUL¬ 
TURAL  USES  AND  VOLUMETRIC  RE¬ 
QUIREMENTS— NATURAL  GAS 

POLICY  ACT 

Inferim  Final  Rule 

AGENCY;  Office  of  the  Secretary. 
USDA. 

ACTTION:  Interim  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY;  Section  401(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA) 
(Pub.  L.  95-621,  November  9.  1978) 
provides  that  the  Secretary  '.if  Agricul¬ 
ture  shall  certify  to  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  and  the  Federal  Energy  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission  (FERC)  the  natu¬ 
ral  gas  requirements  of  essential  agri¬ 
cultural  uses  for  full  food  and  fiber 
production. 

Such  certification  is  to  be  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  a  rule  to  be  issued  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Energy,  which,  under  the 
terms  of  Section  401(a)  NGPA,  must 
be  made  effective  not  later  than 
March  9,  1979.  In  order  to  meet  the 
statutory  time  constraints  on  provid¬ 
ing  relief  to  essential  agricultural 
users  from  supply  curtailment  and 
allow  comment  on  and  consideration 
of  environmental  effects,  this  rule  is 
being  issued  as  an  interim  final,  in  the 
anticipation  that  it  will  be  superseded 
by  a  permanent  rule  within  several 
months. 

The  rule  determines  and  certifies 
the  essential  agricultural  uses  and  the 
natural  gas  requirements  of  such  uses 
necessary  for  full  food  and  fiber  pro¬ 
duction. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  Interim 
Final  Rule  will  become  effective  on 
February  28,  1979  and  will  continue  in 
effect  until  superseded  upon  issuance 
of  a  permanent  rule  on  or  about  April 
30.  1979. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Weldon  V.  Barton,  Director,  Office 

of  Energy.  USDA.  202-447-2455. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  November  24,  1978,  the  Secretary 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (43 
FR  54938)  a  proposed  rule  that  certi¬ 
fied  essential  agricultural  uses  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  and  the  amounts  of  natural  gas 
(in  percentages  of  use)  required  for 
such  essential  agricultural  uses.  The 
proposed  rule  set  forth  the  certifica¬ 
tion  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of 
(1)  essential  agricultural  uses  and  (2) 
the  natural  gas  volumetric  require¬ 
ments  of  those  essential  agricultural 
uses,  as  required  under  Section  401(c), 
NGPA. 

The  proposed  rule  invited  interested 
parties  to  submit  written  and  oral 
comments  at  public  hearings  held  De¬ 
cember  11,  1978  in  Washington,  D.C.; 
December  14,  1978  in  Sacramento. 
California;  and  December  18.  1978  in 
Chicago,  Illinois. 

The  public  was  invited  to  participate 
in  the  rulemaking  by  submitting  data, 
views  or  arguments  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  rule.  Public  response  to  the 
request  for  comments  reflected  a  high 
level  of  interest  and  participation. 
Contributions  were,  in  general,  care¬ 
fully  prepared  and  documented,  and  as 
such,  were  critical  ingredients  in  this 
rulemaking  process.  A  broad  range  of 
interested  groups  participated,  includ¬ 
ing  farmers,  irrigation  organizations, 
food  and  fiber  processors,  food  mar¬ 
keters  and  distributors,  non-agricul- 
tural  process  gas  users,  pipeline  com¬ 
panies,  local  distribution  companies. 
State  public  utility  commissions,  and 
members  of  Congress. 

A  total  of  168  submissions  W'ere  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  the  request  for 
written  comments.  In  addition,  oral 
and/or  written  statements  were  pre¬ 
sented  by  13  witnesses  at  the  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  hearing.  12  witnesses  at  the 
Sacramento.  California  hearing  and  17 
witnesses  at  the  Chicago.  Illinois  hear¬ 
ing.  All  public  comments  were  consid¬ 
ered  in  preparing  the  final  rule  with 
the  aim  of  meeting  the  statutory  re¬ 
quirement  of  providing  non-curtail¬ 
ment  priority  for  essential  agricultural 
uses  necessary  for  full  food  and  fiber 
production. 

I.  Statutory  Background 

Natural  gas  is  a  crucial  energy 
source  in  the  food  and  fiber  system, 
and  the  proposed  rule  described  var¬ 
ious  specific  needs  for  natural  gas 
throughout  the  food  and  fiber  system 
including  unique  characteristics  of 
natural  gas  in  meeting  those  needs. 
The  desirability  of  clean-burning  natu¬ 
ral  gas  in  food  processing  where  the 
fuel  directly  contacts  the  foodstuffs, 
the  perishability  of  many  food  and 
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fiber  commodities,  the  unpredictabil¬ 
ity  of  fuel  supply  requirements  in  the 
agricultural  sector  due  to  weather 
vsu-iations,  and  the  particular  impact 
of  price  and  supply  availability  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  on  food  price  volatility  and  re¬ 
sultant  inflationary  pressures,  justify 
a  special  end-product  approach  to  nat¬ 
ural  gas  curtailment  policy  in  the  case 
of  the  food  and  fiber  system. 

The  NGPA  provides  for  such  an  end- 
product  curtailment  priority  for  essen¬ 
tial  agricultural  uses  of  natural  gas 
which  are  necessary  for  full  food  and 
fiber  production.  Section  401(a)  pre¬ 
scribes  that,  notwithstanding  any 
other  provision  of  law.  except  where 
an  economically  practicable  and  rea¬ 
sonably  available  alternative  fuel  is  de¬ 
termined,  and  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable,  no  interstate  pipeline  may 
provide  for  curtailment  of  deliveries  of 
natural  gas  below  the  requirements 
for  essential  agricultural  usage  as  cer¬ 
tified  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
unless  such  curtailment  is  necessary  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  high-prior¬ 
ity  users. 

Section  401(c).  provides  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  “shall  certify  to 
the  Secretary  of  Energy  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  the  natural  gas  requirements 
(expressed  either  as  volumes  or  per¬ 
centages  of  use)  of  persons  (or  classes 
thereof)  for  essential  agricultural  uses 
in  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
full  food  and  fiber  production.” 

Section  401(b)  prescribes  that  the 
FERC.  in  consultation  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture,  shall  make  deter¬ 
minations  regarding  alternative  fuels 
for  certified  essential  agricultural  uses 
that  are  deemed  to  be  economically 
practicable  and  reasonably  available. 
The  Conference  Report  accompanying 
the  NGPA  states,  regarding  Section 
401(b)  that  "The  conferees  intend  that 
the  authority  to  restrict  curtailment 
priority  by  determining  that  alterna¬ 
tive  fuels  su-e  economically  practicable 
and  reasonably  available  be  utilized 
only  in  cases  where  it  is  clear  that 
both  tests  are  met.  One  of  the  reasons 
for  imposing  such  a  requirement  is  to 
prevent  unnecessary  increases  in  the 
cost  of  food  in  this  country.  The  Com¬ 
mission  determination  that  an  alterna¬ 
tive  fuel  is  ‘economically  practicable’ 
shall  not  include  a  requirement  to 
switch  to  high  cost  alternatives.  That 
is  not  what  the  conferees  consider  to 
be  ‘economically  practicable’.” 

Section  401(d)  provides  that  the 
“Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  inter¬ 
vene  as  a  matter  of  right  in  any  pro¬ 
ceeding  before  the  Commission  which 
is  conducted  in  connection  with  imple¬ 
menting  the  requirements”  for  certi¬ 
fied  essential  agricultural  uses  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  as  determined  under  Section 
401  of  the  NGPA. 

Section  401(f)  stipulated  that  the 
term  “essential  agricultural  use.” 


when  used  with  respect  to  natural  gas. 
“means  any  use  of  natural  gas— 

(a)  For  agricultural  production,  nat¬ 
ural  fiber  production,  natural  fiber 
processing,  food  processing,  food  qual¬ 
ity  maintenance,  irrigation  pumping, 
crop  drying,  or 

(b)  As  a  process  fuel  or  feedstock  in 
the  production  of  fertilizer,  agricultur¬ 
al  chemicals,  animal  feed,  or  food, 
which  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  de¬ 
termines  is  necessary  for  full  food  and 
fiber  production.” 

These  and  related  provisions  of  the 
statute  and  legislative  history  indicate 
the  intent  of  Congress  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  determine  and  cer¬ 
tify  natural  gas  requirements  for  a  rel¬ 
atively  broad  set  of  essential  uses  of 
natural  gas  necessary  for  full  food  and 
fiber  production,  taking  into  consider¬ 
ation  the— 

(ft)  Perishable  nature  of  many  food 
and  fiber  commodities; 

(b)  Unpredictability  of  weather  and 
its  effects  on  agriculture’s  natural  gas 
requirements  and  on  natural  gas  cur¬ 
tailments;  and 

(c)  Impact  of  future  food  and  fiber 
price  increases  on  consumers  and  the 
general  economy. 

This  interim  final  rule  is  intended  to 
certify  two  specific  determinations 
that  are  required  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  under  Section  401  of  the 
NGPA.  The  rule  provides  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Elnergy  and  to  the  FERC  the 
following  certifications: 

(a)  Essential  agricultural  uses  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas.  expressed  as  classes  of  estab¬ 
lishments  that  use  gas  for  essential  ag¬ 
ricultural  purposes:  and 

(b)  Essential  agricultural  volumetric 
requirements  of  natural  gas.  expressed 
as  percentages  of  use  or  as  adjusted 
base  period  volumes  of  use.  which  are 
necessary  for  full  food  and  fiber  pro¬ 
duction. 

II.  Certification  of  Essential 
Agricultural  Uses 

‘The  proposed  rule  expressed  the  cer¬ 
tification  of  essential  agricultural  uses 
In  terms  of  classes  of  uses,  namely, 
classes  of  establishments  that  are  de¬ 
lineated  in  the  Standard  Industrial 
Classification  (SIC)  Codes. 

The  rule  proposed  a  rather  broad  set 
of  establishment  classes,  based  upon 
the  types  of  uses  specified  in  Section 
401(f)  of  the  NGPA. 

The  public  was  specifically  requested 
to  comment  on  the  following  issues  re¬ 
lated  to  the  certification  of  essential 
agricultural  uses: 

—Consistency  of  criteria  proposed 
for  determining  the  uses  to  be  certi¬ 
fied: 

—Certification  of  substantive  uses, 
whether  included  or  excluded  from 
the  proposed  set; 


—Identification  of  essential  inputs 
presently  not  included  and  how  to 
extend  protection  to  them; 

—Refinement  of  the  SIC  system  to 
render  it  more  useful  in  this  rulemak¬ 
ing; 

—Identification  of  that  portion  of  a 
class  of  establishments,  or  individual 
establishment,  devoted  to  full  food 
and  fiber  production;  and 

—Differentiation  between  natural 
and  synthetic  fiber. 

These  issues  involve  basically  the 
following  two  dimensions  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  certifying  essential  agricultural 
uses:  (1)  Use  of  the  SIC  Codes  to  speci¬ 
fy  the  certified  classes  of  uses  and  re¬ 
finement  of  the  SIC  classes  to  the 
extent  feasible  in  this  rulemaking;  and 
(2)  determination  of  which  specific 
uses  are  to  be  deemed  essential  and 
necessary  for  certification  purposes. 
These  two  aspects  are  considered  and 
resolved  in  the  interim  final  rule  as 
follows: 

Refinement  of  the  SIC  Code  System— 
The  public  comment  generally  sup¬ 
ported  the  proposed  adoption  of  the 
SIC  Code  system  as  the  only  practica¬ 
ble  option  for  delineation  of  classes  of 
establishments. 

The  SIC  Codes  identify  classes  of 
users,  with  varying  degrees  of  specific¬ 
ity,  and  it  is  anticipated  that  the  Data 
Verification  Committees  designated 
for  each  interstate  pipeline  will,  under 
the  guidance  of  the  FERC,  transform 
these  classes  of  uses  into  individual 
user-specific  natural  gas  entitlements 
consistent  with  the  volumetric  certifi¬ 
cations  in  this  rulemaking. 

The  task  of  verifying  individual 
users,  based  upon  this  certification  of 
classes,  should  be  rather  routine  in  the 
case  of  the  preponderance  of  uses  and 
natural  gas  that  is  affected  because, 
for  the  vast  majority  of  uses  and  af¬ 
fected  natural  gas,  the  entire  area  of 
activity  circumscribed  by  the  SIC 
Code  is  covered  by  this  certification 
and  the  individual  establishments 
(farms,  food  processing  plants,  fertiliz¬ 
er  plants,  etc.)  likewise  are  devoted  ex¬ 
clusively  to  activities  that  are  covered. 
The  Draft  Economic  and  Environmen¬ 
tal  Impacb  Statement  accompanying 
this  rule  indicates  that  approximately 
85-90  percent  of  the  totsd  natural  gas 
covered  by  essential  agricultural  use 
curtailment  protection  can  be  rather 
precisely  delineated  by  applying  the 
SIC  Code  to  the  data  submitted  by  in¬ 
dividual  users  to  arrive  at  user-specific 
entitlement  designations. 

For  those  cases  where  the  SIC  Codes 
are  too  broad  for  precise  delineation  of 
essential  agricultural  uses,  and  where 
individual  establishments  produce  ag¬ 
ricultural  and  non-agricultural  prod¬ 
ucts  under  conditions  that  do  not  dif¬ 
ferentiate  the  natural  gas  allocations 
between  such  products,  this  interim 
final  rule  speciJfies  additional  criteria 
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and  guidance.  “Food  related  only"  is 
used  to  delineate  all  SIC  Codes  con¬ 
taining  food  packaging  materials 
which  are  necessary  for  food  quality 
maintenance  in  connection  with  food 
processing.  For  all  categories  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  usage  involved  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  fertilizer,  agricultural  chemi¬ 
cals,  and  animal  feed  and  food,  the 
certification  is  explicitly  limited  to 
“process  and  feedstock  uses  only.” 
This  limitation  is  based  upon  the  stat¬ 
utory  language  of  Section  401(fKlKB). 
which  covers  only  feedstock  and  proc¬ 
ess  gas  for  those  essential  agricultural 
uses  enumerated  in  that  subsection. 
For  Section  401(f)(1)(B)  uses,  the  in¬ 
terim  final  rule  further  delimits  the 
SIC  categories  for  certain  chemical  in¬ 
termediates  (SIC  2819,  2865,  2869)  to 
"agricultural  related  only.”  for  lime 
(SIC  3274)  to  “agricultural  lime  only," 
and  for  chemical  preparations  (SIC 
2899)  to  “salt-food  and  feed  grade 
only.”  because  of  the  relatively  large 
amounts  of  such  chemicals  and  lime 
not  differentiated  by  the  SIC  Codes 
which  are  devoted  to  non-agricultural 
uses.  Otherwise,  this  rulemaking  does 
not  delimit  the  401(fKl)(B)  uses  as  in¬ 
dicated  by  the  SIC  Codes  beyond  the 
limitation  to  process  and  feedstock 
uses  only,  on  the  grounds  that  practi¬ 
cality  of  implementation  warrants  cov¬ 
erage  of  these  premium  (non-boiler 
fuel)  uses  to  the  full  extent  encom¬ 
passed  by  the  SIC  categories. 

In  addition,  the  preface  to  this  rule- 
making.  and  the  accompanying  Draft 
Economic  and  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  provide  additional  infor¬ 
mation,  bas^  upon  the  public  com¬ 
ment  and  relat^  considerations,  on 
the  specific  uses  of  natural  gas  to  be 
covered.  Thus,  while  this  rulemaking 
is  not  predicated  upon  the  full  fact 
finding  and  verification  necessary  to 
isolate  the  “agricultural”  or  “food  re¬ 
lated”  aspects  of  categories  that  en¬ 
compass  significant  non-agricultural 
(or  non-food)  activities,  it  provides 
classifications  and  standards  for  this 
to  be  done  in  a  practicable  and  rela¬ 
tively  routine  way. 

Coverage  of  Specific  I/scs— Title  IV 
of  the  NGPA  establishes  essential  ag¬ 
ricultural  uses  as  an  integral  part  of  a 
comprehensive  natural  gas  curtail¬ 
ment  policy.  Section  401(f)  provides 
that  protection  of  essential  uses  from 
curtailment  is  to  extend  across  the 
entire  food  and  natural  fiber  system, 
and  expressly  prescribes  the  major 
food  and  fiber  system  activities  to  be 
covered,  from  certain  production 
inputs  through  production,  processing, 
and  food  quality  maintenance.  The 
statutory  language  and  legislative  his¬ 
tory  of  Title  IV  indicates  several  addi¬ 
tional  factors  that  should  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  determining 
which  specific  classes  of  natural  gas 
use  to  certify  as  essential  agricultural 


uses,  including  the:  (1)  Perishability  of 
many  food  and  fiber  conunodities;  (2) 
unpredictability  of  weather  variations 
and  its  effects  on  agrriculture’s  natural 
gas  requirements  and  on  natural  gas 
curtailments;  and  (3)  impact  of  future 
food  and  fiber  price  increases  on  con¬ 
sumers  and  the  general  economy. 

The  proposed  rule  described  a  rather 
broad  set  of  essential  agricultural  uses, 
based  uc>on  the  standards  contained  in 
the  statute  and  legislative  history,  and 
extensive  public  conunent  was  received 
on  the  inclusion  or  exclusion  of  specif¬ 
ic  uses  relative  to  the  proposed  set  of 
uses.  The  public  comment  was  used  ex¬ 
tensively  in  revising  the  uses  to  be  cov¬ 
ered.  The  following  discussion  summa¬ 
rizes  the  set  of  uses  certified  in  this  in¬ 
terim  final  rule,  and  the  logical  and 
factual  basis  on  which  this  set  was  de¬ 
termined;  this  is  followed  by  further 
discussion  of  comments  received  on  in¬ 
dividual  uses.* 

This  rule  covers  all  food  and  natural 
fiber  production,  and  the  irrigation 
pumping,  crop  drying,  space  heating, 
and  other  uses  of  natural  gas  in  this 
area.  Natural  fibers  include  cotton, 
flax,  bagasse,  hemp,  and  other  fibrous 
crops,  animal  fibers  such  as  wool,  fur 
and  pelts.  Ornamental  and  horitcul- 
tural  crops  are  classed  as  fibers  if  they 
are  not  edible.  They  undergo  a  biologi¬ 
cal  process  identical  to  any  other  crop¬ 
ping  operation.  Often  both  food  and 
nonfood  commodities  are  grown  in  the 
same  operation,  with  the  proportion 
varying  both  seasonally  and  annually. 
A  continuous  supply  of  heat  is  essen¬ 
tial  for  proper  growth  and  mainte¬ 
nance.  Natural  gas  is  the  heat  source 
in  many  greenhouses.  Curtailments 
can  result  in  loss  of  flower  blooms  and 
death  of  plants. 

All  food  processing  is  included.  The 
rule  provides  that  perishable  commod¬ 
ities  be  processed  and  handled  to  the 
extent  that  they  are  converted  into 
storable  and  saleable  products.  For 
food  products,  that  is  intended  to 
carry  through  to  the  consumer. 

Natural  fiber  processing  is  covered 
to  the  stage  at  which  the  fiber  is  stabi¬ 
lized  for  storage  or  resale  The  use  of 
natural  gas  in  textile  mills  is  not  cov¬ 
ered  by  this  certification.  In  this 


'While  this  interim  final  rule  certifies  a 
coherent  set  of  essential  agricultural  uses  of 
natural  gras  which  is  reasonably  and  factual¬ 
ly  justified  on  the  basis  of  the  statute  and 
legislative  history,  it  is  acknowledged  that 
certain  additional  uses  might  arguably  have 
been  included.  This  rulemaking  is  based 
upon  the  presumption  that  no  prejudice  will 
be  drawn  in  the  overall  curtailment  policy, 
under  Title  IV  of  the  NGPA,  against  an 
item  of  usage  not  included  but  which  might 
be  perceived  as  marginal  to  the  set  of  essen¬ 
tial  agricultural  uses,  and  that  any  such 
usage  will  be  accorded  the  full  priority,  on 
an  end-use  basis  or  otherwise  as  appropri¬ 
ate,  which  would  obtain  divorced  from  its 
consideration  as  a  possible  essential  agricul¬ 
tural  use. 


regard,  it  is  noted  that  cotton  fiber, 
for  instance,  is  stabilized  against  prod¬ 
uct  deterioration  prior  to  the  textile 
mill  stage,  that  the  statute’s  restric¬ 
tion  of  coverage  to  “natural”  (as  op¬ 
posed  to  synthetic)  fibers  would  be  dif¬ 
ficult  to  implement  at  the  textile  mill 
stage,  and  that  the  Conference  Report 
referred  to  an  intention  of  Congress 
with  the  agricultural  priority  “to  pre¬ 
vent  unnecessary  increases  in  the  cost 
of  food  in  this  country.”  (Emphasis 
added.) 

The  NGPA  cites  food  quality  main¬ 
tenance  as  a  specific  function  to  be 
covered.  This  rule  protects  food  qual¬ 
ity  by  covering  production,  processing 
and  preparation  of  end  use  products, 
including  food  packaging  materials. 

It  also  covers  the  food  storage  and 
warehousing  functions  of  wholesale 
and  retail  trade  establishments,  to  the 
extent  that  these  functions  are  not 
covered  under  the  “high-priority”  cat¬ 
egory  of  end  users  (commercial  estab¬ 
lishments  using  less  than  50  mcf  on  a 
peak  day). 

Certain  primary  inputs  to  agricul¬ 
tural  production  which  are  specified  in 
Section  401(f)— Including  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  fertilizer,  agricultural  chemi¬ 
cals,  and  animal  feed  and  food— are 
covered.  This  section  of  the  statute 
was  interpreted  to  include  pet  food 
manufacture  as  well  as  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  feed  for  animals  grown  for 
human  consumption,  based  upon  the 
justification  (discussed  below,  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  public  comments)  that  pet  food 
manufacture  is  integrally  related  to 
human  food  processing. 

Secondary  and  tertiary  inputs,  in¬ 
cluding  capital  equipment,  are  gener¬ 
ally  not  covered.  It  is  recognized  that 
the  food  and  natural  fiber  system  is 
complex  and  is  connected  to  some 
degree,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
with  almost  every  other  sector  in  the 
economy.  Long-term  curtailments  of 
energy  supplies  to  virtually  any  sector 
would  ultimately  impact  adversely  on 
food  and  fiber  production,  but  this 
rulemaking  interprets  Section  401  to 
include  only  the  stages  of  the  food  and 
fiber  system  per  se  and  the  primary 
inputs  to  that  system.  Examples  of 
secondary  and  tertiary  inputs  that  are 
excluded  are  steel,  machinery,  and  the 
early  stages  of  manufacturing  food 
packaging  materials  (wood  pulping, 
etc.).  Chemicals  and  other  inputs 
which  are  only  incidentally  used  in  ag¬ 
riculture  (or  which  originate  from 
many  alternative  sources  of  supply) 
are  not  included. 

Public  Comments  on  Specific  Uses— 
Specific  comments  on  the  proposed  set 
of  essential  agricultural  uses  were  con¬ 
tained  in  62  submissions.  Additional 
justification  was  provided  for  contin¬ 
ued  inclusion  of  many  uses  already  in 
the  proposed  certification.  Other  com¬ 
ments  proposed  that  certain  addition- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  44,  NO.  42— THURSDAY,  MARCH  I,  1979 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


11521 


al  uses  are  necessary  for  full  food  and 
fiber  production.  Conversely,  it  was 
suggested  that  continued  inclusion  of 
some  classes  of  uses  would  exceed  the 
intent  of  the  statute.  Comments  con¬ 
cerning  both  sides  of  any  suggested 
change  in  the  uses  covered  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  are  addressed. 

Food  and  Natural  Fiber  Production. 
Comments  were  received  which  ad¬ 
dressed  possible  changes  in  four  areas: 
ornamental  horticulture,  horses,  crop 
drying  and  forestry. 

It  was  maintained  in  several  of  the 
comments  that  ornamental  floricul¬ 
ture  and  nursery  products  (SIC  0181) 
and  horticultural  specialties  (SIC 
0189)  are  not  related  to  food  or  fiber 
production.  Conversely,  other  com¬ 
ments  pointed  out  that  production  in 
these  industries  is  based  on  a  biologi¬ 
cal  process  similar  to  that  for  food  and 
fiber  crops  and  that  curtailment  of 
natural  gas  would  disrupt  the  produc¬ 
tion  process  and  result  in  substantial 
economic  losses.  Ornamental  horticul¬ 
ture  was  included  in  the  proposed  rule 
since  it  is  classified  as  part  of  crop  pro¬ 
duction  (SIC  01)  and  engages  in  bio¬ 
logical  processes  which  make  the  con¬ 
tinued  availability  of  natural  gas  criti¬ 
cal.  Also,  ornamental  and  food  crops 
are  grown  interchangeably,  and  indeed 
simultaneously,  in  the  same  facilities. 
The  interim  final  rule  has  retained  or¬ 
namental  horticulture. 

One  comment  suggested  expanding 
the  certification  list  to  include  horses. 
Horses  and  other  equines  (SIC  0272) 
were  excluded  in  the  proposed  rule,  as 
they  were  deemed  not  necessary  for 
“full  food  and  fiber  production.”  The 
interim  final  rule  has  continued  this 
exclusion. 

Several  comments  suggested  that 
seed  drying,  peanut  drying  and  shell¬ 
ing.  tobacco  stemming  and  redrying 
(SIC  2141),  and  grain  drying  at  the 
wholesale  level  (SIC  5153)  may  not  be 
covered  in  the  proposed  rule.  The  im¬ 
portance  of  these  operations  in  pre¬ 
serving  perishable  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  was  stressed.  The  intent  of 
the  USDA  in  the  proposed  rule  was  to 
include  all  forms  of  crop  drying  and 
preservation.  Seed  drying  and  peanut 
drying  and  shelling  are  included  in 
crop  preparation  services  for  market 
(SIC  0723),  a  class  of  uses  already  in¬ 
cluded  In  the  proposed  rule  and  re¬ 
tained  in  the  interim  final  rule.  Tobac¬ 
co  stemming  and  redrying  (SIC  2141) 
and  grain  drying  at  the  wholesale  level 
(SIC  5153)  have  been  added  to  the  set 
of  essential  agricultural  uses  in  the  in¬ 
terim  final  rule,  in  that  they  are  essen¬ 
tial  for  the  preservation  of  agricultur¬ 
al  commodities. 

One  comment  recommended  that 
only  food-related  parts  of  forestry 
(SIC  08).  such  as  ginseng  and  maple 
sap,  be  included  but  that  all  other  for¬ 
estry  activities  be  removed  from  the 


certification  list.  It  was  argued  that 
forestry  by  itself  does  not  result  in 
fiber  production  and  therefore  cannot 
be  included  as  a  natural  fiber  produc¬ 
ing  activity.  Forestry  is  excluded  in 
the  final  certification  list,  on  the  basis 
that  Congress  did  not  express  an  in¬ 
tention  to  include  wood  products  as 
natural  fiber,  and  that  the  raw  prod¬ 
ucts  can  be  safely  stored  as  standing 
timber,  logs,  and  bolts. 

Food  Processing.  One  comment  was 
received  recommending  that  the  certi¬ 
fication  list  be  expanded  to  include 
chewing  gum  manufacture  (SIC  2067). 
The  WTitten  comment  maintained  that 
chewing  gum,  while  not  completely  in¬ 
gested.  is  composed  of  mostly  com 
syrup  and  sugar  and  that  chewing 
gum  has  been  treated  as  a  food  by  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Chew¬ 
ing  gum  has  been  added  to  the  final 
certification  list. 

One  comment  was  received  suggest¬ 
ing  that  pet  food  processing  (SIC 
2047)  be  removed  from  the  proposed 
certification  list.  Comments  support¬ 
ing  continued  inclusion  of  pet  foods 
were  also  received.  It  was  argued  that 
pet  foods  should  be  excluded  because 
they  are  not  produced  for  human  con¬ 
sumption.  Comments  supporting  inclu¬ 
sion  maintained  that  pet  food  manu¬ 
facturers  are  large  purchasers  of  food 
processing  byproducts  and,  therefore, 
help  to  keep  food  processing  costs 
down.  Another  argument  in  favor  of 
continued  inclusion  was  that  reduced 
pet  food  supplies  would  put  pressure 
on  human  fo^  supplies  as  pet  owners 
would  continue  to  feed  pets.  Pet  food 
processing  was  included  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule,  given  that  Section  401(f), 
NOPA,  in  defining  essential  agricul¬ 
tural  uses,  specifically  cited  animal 
feed  or  food. 

Seven  comments  were  received  con¬ 
cerning  the  inclusion  of  the  processing 
of  malt  (SIC  2082)  and  malt  beverages 
(SIC  2083).  In  total,  seven  written 
comments  argued  in  favor  of  inclusion 
and  two  argued  for  continued  exclu¬ 
sion.  One  comment  was  received  rec¬ 
ommending  that  the  certification  list 
be  expanded  to  include  the  processing 
of  distilled,  rectified,  and  blended  liq¬ 
uors  (SIC  2085).  Comments  focused  on 
the  classification  of  beer  as  a  nutri¬ 
tious  food,  pointing  out  that  beer  has 
been  treated  as  a  food  by  many  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies.  Comments  also  fo¬ 
cused  on  the  Importance  of  by  prod¬ 
ucts  from  breweries  and  distilleries  in 
the  livestock  feed  market  and  the  fact 
that  agricultural  products  are  proc¬ 
essed. 

Malt,  malt  beverages,  and  distilled 
liquors  were  excluded  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  because  the  major  agricul¬ 
tural  inputs  (Errains)  can  be  stored  for 
an  extended  period  of  time.  However, 
natural  gas  is  essential  In  the  continu¬ 
ous.  biological  process  Involved  in  the 


fermentation  process.  Moreover,  the 
role  of  these  commodities,  and  their 
byproducts,  as  food  for  human  con¬ 
sumption  and  as  animal  feed,  and 
food,  was  not  adequately  recognized. 
The  processing  of  malt  (SIC  2082), 
malt  beverages  (SIC  2083)  and  dis¬ 
tilled,  blended  and  rectified  liquors 
(SIC  2085)  has  been  added  to  the  final 
certification  list. 

Natural  Fiber  Processing— Consider- 
able  discussion  centered  on  whether 
the  proposed  rule  exceeded  statutory 
bounds  by  inclusion  of  textile  mills 
(SIC  22)  and  all  the  functions  per¬ 
formed  in  those  mills,  including  con¬ 
version  of  raw  fiber  into  thread  and 
yam  and  the  manufacture  of  end 
products  such  as  lace  and  lingerie. 
Five  comments  recommended  remov¬ 
ing  all  or  major  parts  of  the  textile  in¬ 
dustry  from  the  rule  on  the  basis  that 
end  product  manufacture  was  consid¬ 
erably  beyond  the  processing  required 
for  storage  or  resale  of  the  fiber.  Two 
responses  favored  retaining  the  textile 
industry.  Comments  described  the  es¬ 
sential  use  of  process  natural  gas  in 
textile  dyeing  and  finishing.  No  com¬ 
ments  suggested  adding  additional 
natural  fiber  processing  activities.  It  is 
noted  that  the  statute’s  restriction  of 
coverage  to  “natural”  (as  distin¬ 
guished  from  synthetic  fibers)  would 
be  difficult  to  implement  at  the  textile 
mill  stage,  and  that  the  Conference 
Report  referred  to  an  intention  of 
Congress  with  the  agricultural  priority 
“to  prevent  unnecessary  increases  in 
the  cost  of  food  in  this  country.”  (Em¬ 
phasis  added.)  The  final  rule  excludes 
the  textile  industry.  Natural  fiber 
processing  is  carried  through  to  the 
stage  at  which  the  product  is  stabi¬ 
lized  for  storage  or  resale.  Thus, 
cotton  is  included  through  ginning 
and  compressing  (SIC  0724).  Wool  top¬ 
ping  and  carding  (in  SIC  2299)  are 
added  to  the  final  certification  list. 

Wood  Products— Several  comments 
favored  removal  of  all  wood  processing 
functions  from  the  proposed  rule, 
based  upon  the  intention  that  the 
NGPA  was  not  intended  to  cover 
forest  products  and  that  such  raw 
products  as  timber,  logs,  and  bolts 
could  be  safely  stored  without  serious 
loss  during  natural  gas  curtailments. 
Other  comments  favored  adding  func¬ 
tions  that  included  processing  of  wood 
fiber  into:  Hardwood  veneer  and  ply¬ 
wood  (SIC  2435),  softwood  veneer  and 
plywood  (SIC  2436),  particleboard 
(SIC  2437),  wood  products,  n.e.c.  (SIC 
2499),  papermills,  except  building 
paper  mills  (SIC  2621),  paperboard 
mills  (SIC  2631),  pressed  and  molded 
pulp  goods  (SIC  2646),  building  paper 
and  building  paperboard  mills  (SIC 
2661),  gum  and  wood  chemicals  (SIC 
2861),  and  sanitary  paper  products 
(SIC  2647).  Some  pointed  to  the  im- 
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portance  of  pulp  and  paper  processing 
in  producing  food  packaging  materials. 

The  interim  final  rule  is  modified  by 
excluding  the  entire  set  of  wood  proc¬ 
essing  industries,  on  the  basis  that 
Congress  did  not  express  an  intention 
to  include  wood  as  natural  fiber  for 
purposes  of  Title  IV  of  the  NGPA  and 
that  wood  as  an  input  for  food  packag¬ 
ing  is  several  steps  removed  from  the 
final  product. 

Food  Quality  Maintenance— Com¬ 
ments  were  received  which  argued 
that  food  packaging  is  vitally  connect¬ 
ed  to  food  processing,  in  that  food 
processing  could  not  be  performed 
without  the  various  packages  to  hold 
the  products  during  and  after  process¬ 
ing.  The  contention  was  also  made 
that  the  term  "food  quality  mainte¬ 
nance"  reflected  the  intent  of  Con¬ 
gress  that  food  be  protected  until  con¬ 
sumed.  and  therefore,  that  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  containers  and  food  packag¬ 
ing  materials  should  be  certified. 

Several  comments  pointed  out  that 
the  proposed  rule  only  included  the 
manufacture  of  sanitary  food  contain¬ 
ers  (SIC  2654),  glass  containers  (SIC 
3221)  and  metal  cans  (SIC  3411).  They 
argued  inclusion  of  the  following  on 
the  basis  that  these  were  essential  for 
frozen  foods,  convenience  foods,  and 
for  a  wide  variety  of  food  packaging 
needs  not  previously  protected:  Paper 
coating  and  glazing  (SIC  2641),  bags, 
except  textile  (SIC  2743),  pressed  and 
molded  pulp  goods  (SIC  2646),  con¬ 
verted  paper  products  (SIC  2649),  mis¬ 
cellaneous  plastic  products  (SIC  3079), 
corrugated  and  solid  fiber  boxes  (SIC 
2653),  and  fiber  cans,  tubes,  drums  and 
similar  products  (SIC  2655).  The  com¬ 
ments  stressed  that  curtailments  in 
these  industries  could  limit  supplies  of 
packaging  material  and  impede  the 
performance  of  the  food  system.  It 
was  suggested  that  USD  A  consider 
certifying  only  food-related  uses,  as  in 
the  proposed  rule. 

The  food-related  production  of  these 
additional  food  packaging  industries 
has  been  added  to  the  final  certifica¬ 
tion  list,  because  the  protected  produc¬ 
tion  of  these  items  against  cutoff  due 
to  insufficient  supplies  of  natural  gas 
is  deemed  essenti^  to  full  food  pro¬ 
duction  and  processing  and  to  food 
quality  maintenance. 

Chemicals  and  Other  Inputs— Seven 
comments  were  received  which  identi¬ 
fied  critical  pesticide  ingredients  and 
food  and  feed  ingredients  W'hich  were 
excluded  from  the  proposed  rule. 
These  products  were  identified  as  fall¬ 
ing  within  industrial  inorganic  and  or¬ 
ganic  chemicals  (SIC  2819,  2865  and 
2869).  The  proposed  rule  had  identi¬ 
fied  only  the  formulated  pesticide  end 
products  (part  of  SIC  287).  However,  it 
was  argued  in  comments  that  the  criti¬ 
cal  natural  gas  requirements  are  in  the 
technical  grade  and  intermediate 


chemicals  required  to  produce  pesti¬ 
cides.  In  addition,  it  was  argued  that 
food  processing  cannot  be  completed 
without  preservatives.  The  manufac¬ 
ture  of  industrial  inorganic  and  organ¬ 
ic  chemicals  accounts  for  about  5  per¬ 
cent  of  natural  gas  use  in  the  United 
States.  Pesticide  ingredients  represent 
only  a  small  portion  of  this  industry, 
as  delimited  in  the  accompanying 
Draft  Economic  and  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.  Comments  suggest¬ 
ed  certification  of  chemicals  listed 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi¬ 
cide  and  Rodenticide  Act  as  a  method 
of  delimiting  this  segment. 

The  intent  in  the  proposed  rule  was 
to  include  natural  gas  for  agricultural 
pesticide  manufacture  as  an  essential 
agricultural  use.  It  was  believed  that 
this  objective  was  accomplished  by  in¬ 
cluding  those  formulated  pesticide 
products  contained  in  miscellaneous 
agricultural  chemicals  (SIC  2879). 
Subsequent  analysis  of  the  pesticide 
industry  revealed  that  inclusion  only 
of  those  pesticides  contained  in  miscel¬ 
laneous  agricultural  chemicals  would 
be  comparable  to  including  only  the 
blending  and  mixing  of  fertilizers, 
while  excluding  all  anhydrous  ammo¬ 
nia,  phosphate,  potash,  and  sulfur. 
The  process  occurring  in  producing 
the  formulated  pesticide  product  (SIC 
2879)  generally  imparts  desirable 
physical  properties  to  the  material 
without  changing  the  chemical  struc¬ 
ture  of  the  pesticide  itself.  The  true 
pesticides  are  identified  in  the  indus¬ 
try  as  intermediates  and  basic  active 
ingredients.  The  interim  final  rule  has 
added  the  pesticide  chemicals,  or  iden¬ 
tifiable  portions  thereof,  contained 
within  industrial  inorganic  and  organ¬ 
ic  chemicals,  to  the  extent  they  are 
used  in  agricultural  production.  Food 
preservatives  and  other  chemicals 
used  in  food  and  feed  processing  are  to 
be  evaluated  for  inclusion  on  the  same 
basis.  This  certification  is  intended  to 
be  restrictive,  in  the  sense  that  chemi¬ 
cals  which  are  only  incidentally  used 
in  agriculture,  or  which  originate  from 
many  different  sources,  are  not  cov¬ 
ered. 

Four  comments  identified  sulfur  as  a 
basic  fertilizer  component.  Natural  gas 
is  the  primary  heat  source  in  the 
frasch  extraction  method  of  mining 
sulfur.  The  critical  role  of  sulfur  was 
highlighted  (in  the  form  of  sulfuric 
acid)  in  phosphate  processing.  Phos- 
phatic  fertilizers  are  essential  for  agri¬ 
cultural  production.  Sulfur  also  plays 
an  important  role  in  the  production  of 
pesticides  and  other  agricultural 
chemicals.  On  the  basis  of  the  com¬ 
ments  received,  sulfur  mining  (SIC 
1477)  has  been  included  in  the  certifi¬ 
cation  list.  Some  70  percent  of  sulfur 
production  is  used  in  the  production  of 
fertilizers  and  other  agricultural 
chemicals,  and  the  frasch  process  is 


extremely  difficult  to  operate  at  par¬ 
tial  capacity.  Therefore,  no  distinction 
has  been  made  between  agricultural 
and  non-agricultural  product  flows. 
The  manufacture  of  sulfuric  acid  was 
not  included,  since  this  process  gener¬ 
ates  its  own  energy. 

One  comment  suggested  including 
hydrogen  (in  SIC  2813),  citing  its  role 
in  pesticides  manufacture  and  food 
processing.  Hydrogen  is  not  included 
in  the  certification  list. 

Six  comments  were  received  recom¬ 
mending  that  the  proposed  certifica¬ 
tion  list  be  expanded  to  include  salt 
(in  SIC  2899).  Comments  focused  on 
the  critical  nature  of  natural  gas  in 
drying  food-grade  salt.  Salt  is  an  es¬ 
sential  input  in  food  processing  and 
livestock  production.  Production  of 
food  and  feed-grade  salt  is  included  in 
the  final  certification  list. 

One  comment  suggested  including 
oil  refinery  operations  in  areas  where 
the  petroleum  product  market  is  pre¬ 
dominantly  agricultural.  Under  DOE's 
petroleum  allocation  program,  some 
refineries  have  been  certified  as  neces¬ 
sary  for  agricultural  production.  This 
rule  does  not  include  petroleum  refin¬ 
ing.  Maintenance  of  a  continued 
supply  of  F>etroleum  products  for  agri¬ 
culture  is  more  appropriately  treated 
in  provisions  dealing  directly  with  pe¬ 
troleum  products. 

One  comment  was  received  suggest¬ 
ing  that  the  certification  list  be  ex¬ 
panded  to  include  the  manufacture  of 
farm  machinery  and  equipment  (SIC 
3523)  and  the  wholesaling  of  this 
equipment  (SIC  5083)  and  other  farm 
supplies  (SIC  5191).  It  was  argued  that 
the  manufacture,  sale  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  farm  machinery  and  equip¬ 
ment  are  essential  to  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction  and  should  therefore  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  “essential  agricultural 
use”  priority.  It  was  noted  that  some 
maintenance  (spare  parts,  etc.)  oper¬ 
ations  would  be  hindered  in  the  event 
of  natural  gas  curtailment.  These  ac¬ 
tivities  were  excluded  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  on  the  basis  that  inven¬ 
tories  could  be  adjusted  to  compensate 
for  short-term  curtailments.  The  man¬ 
ufacture,  sale  and  maintenace  of  farm 
machinery  are  not  included  in  the 
final  certification  list. 

Comment  was  received  suggesting 
that  the  certification  list  be  expanded 
to  include  steel  production.  It  was 
argued  that  steel  is  an  essential  input 
in  the  production  of  certain  food 
•system  inputs  and  that  steel  produc¬ 
tion  may  be  hindered  by  natural  gas 
curtailments.  Steel  production  was  not 
included  in  the  proposed  rule  because 
the  relationship  to  food  and  fiber  pro¬ 
duction  is  not  clearly  defined.  Steel 
production  is  excluded  from  the  final 
certification  list,  consistent  with  the 
exclusion  of  other  secondary  and  terti¬ 
ary  inputs  from  this  certification. 
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III.  Certification  of  Volumetric 
Requirements 

The  proposed  rule  ex^fessed  certifi¬ 
cation  of  natural  gas  requirements  as 
100  percent  of  current  requirements 
for  each  essential  agricultural  use  as 
authorized  by  the  language  in  Section 
401(c),  NGPA,  which  states  that  “The 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  certify 
to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and  the 
Commission  the  natural  gas  require¬ 
ment^  (expressed  as  volumes  or  per¬ 
centages  of  use)  of  persons  (or  classes 
thereof)  for  essential  agricultural  uses 
in  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
full  food  and  fiber  production.” 

The  public  was  requested  to  com¬ 
ment  specifically  on  the  following 
issues  related  to  volumetric  require¬ 
ments: 

Determination  of  amounts,  including 
how  a  current  method  of  determining 
natural  gas  requirements  may  be  car¬ 
ried  out: 

Relation  to  new  agricultural  facili¬ 
ties; 

Rendering  the  rule  practicable  and 
equitable  to  the  maximum  extent;  and 

Facilitation  of  the  USDA  rule  in  as¬ 
sisting  FERC  alternate  fuel  determi¬ 
nations  (Section  401(b),  NGPA)  to  pre¬ 
vent  avoidable  delays  in  implementing 
the  agricultural  priority. 

The  public  comments  dealt  with  sev¬ 
eral  important  elements  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary's  responsibilities  with  respect  to 
the  volumetric  component  of  this  cer¬ 
tification,  including:  (1)  Current  or 
historical  base  method  for  certifica¬ 
tion;  (2)  categories  and  actual  levels  of 
natural  gas  requirements  to  be  certi¬ 
fied  as  necessary  for  full  food  and 
fiber  production;  and  (3)  detailed  im¬ 
plementation  procedures  whereby  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture’s  certification 
of  percentages  and  adjusted  base 
period  volumes  of  requirements  would 
be  translated  into  facility-specific 
pipeline  gas  entitlements,  including 
the  implementation  role  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  of  the  USDA.  These  questions 
are  considered  and  resolved  in  the  in¬ 
terim  final  rule  as  follows. 

Current  Requirements  or  Historical 
Bose— The  proposed  rule  contemplat¬ 
ed  a  current,  rather  than  an  historical 
base  period,  method  for  determining 
requirements  of  natural  gas  for  essen¬ 
tial  agricultural  uses.  The  current 
usage  procedure  would  allow  the  cur¬ 
tailment  priority  to  apply  to  actual 
current  requirements  rather  than  past 
usage.  The  vagaries  of  weather,  where¬ 
by  energy  demands  unpredictably  vary 
from  season  to  season  and  year  to 
year,  tend  to  render  the  fixed  histori¬ 
cal  base  period  concept  impractical  for 
agriculture. 

Extensive  public  comment  wijs  re¬ 
ceived  on  this  question.  The  full  cur¬ 
rent  requirements  concept  w^as  en¬ 
dorsed  in  over  100  separate  comments 
as  necessary  to  accommodate  full  food 
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and  fiber  production.  It  was  contended 
in  a  number  of  comments  that  such  a 
concept  is  unworkable,  and  suggested 
that  a  historical  base  period  concept 
be  adopted.  Laneruage  in  the  Confer¬ 
ence  Report  of  the  NGPA  regarding 
the  limited  opening  of  curtailment 
plans  for  implementation  of  the  new 
curtailment  priority  schedule  was 
cited  in  five  comments,  as  substantia¬ 
tion  for  opposing  any  concept  other 
than  an  historical  base  period..  One 
major  gas  distributor  in  the  Midwest 
farming  area  indicated  that  his  compa¬ 
ny  curtails  on  a  daily  basis  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time,  and  adoption  of  the  current 
requirements  method  would  pose  no 
significant  problem  for  his  company. 
Some  comments  pointed  to  the  diffi¬ 
culty  of  obtainig  fuel  necessary  for 
full  food  and  fiber  production  under 
the  historical  base  period  system,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  view  of  the  expanding 
nature  of  the  agricultural  sector  and 
the  new  and  expanding  uses  which 
may  not  be  covered  adequately  or  at 
all  under  a  fixed  base  period  which  be¬ 
comes  increasingly  obsolete  through 
time. 

The  interim  final  rule  adopts  a  dual 
approach  designed  to  combine  the  cur¬ 
rent  and  base  period  approaches  so  as 
to  achieve  an  effective  and  practicable 
result.  The  rule  certifies:  (1)  In  the 
case  of  existing  small-scale  uses,  in¬ 
cluding  all  on-farm  uses  for  agricultur¬ 
al  production  and  other  essential  agri¬ 
cultural  uses  consuming  300  mef  or 
less  per  peak  day,  100  percent  of  cur¬ 
rent  requirements  for  natural  gas  to 
be  met  on  a  demand  basis;  and  (2)  in 
the  case  of  all  other  existing  essential 
agricultural  use  establishments,  the 
higher  of  (a)  the  actual  requirements 
of  natural  gas  used  by  each  establish¬ 
ment  during  the  highest  of  the  most 
recent  rolling  3-year  period,  as  meas¬ 
ured  by  actual  use,*  corrected  upward 
for  curtailments  of  pipeline  supplies  of 
natural  gas  for  process  and  feedstock 
requirements  and  for  plant  shutdowns 
during  the  specifically  applicable  base 
period;  or  (b)  the  maximum  volume 
covered  under  the  interstate  pipeline's 
currently  effective  curtailment  plan. 
The  rule  provides  volume  certification 
for  new  establishments  which  come 
into  existence  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  rule  but  which  fall  within  es¬ 
sential  agricultural  use  classes,  on  the 
basis  of  the  applicable  percentage  (for 
on-farm  uses  and  other  uses  below  300 
mef)  or  rolling  base  period  (for  other 
users)  method  of  certification.* 


•Except  for  boiler  fuel  used  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  fertilizer,  agricultural  chemicals,  and 
animal  feed  and  food,  pursuant  to  Section 
401(fKl)(B)  which  expressly  covers  only 
feedstock  and  process  uses  for  these  catego¬ 
ries  of  use. 

•This  rule  contemplates  that  new  users  of 
natural  gas  for  which  the  rolling  base 
period  is  applicable  (i.e.,  essential  agricul¬ 
tural  use  establishments  with  requirements 


11523 

The  differentiation  between  on-farm 
uses  for  agricultural  production,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  other  small-scale 
uses  for  agricultural  production,  on 
the  other,  is  based  upon  the  fact  that 
gas  usage  by  individual  farms  or  farm- 
related  enterprises  (especially  for  irri¬ 
gation  pumping  and  crop  drying)  often 
exceeds  300  mef  per  peak  day  and  yet 
warrants  the  protection  of  100  percent 
of  current  requirements  on  demand  in 
terms  of  practicality  of  implementa¬ 
tion,  unpredictability  of  requirement 
levels,  and  lack  of  available  alternative 
fuels.  The  provision  regarding  on-farm 
uses  for  a^cultural  production  is  de¬ 
signed  to  cover  irrigation  pumps  and 
irrigation  systems,  regardless  of 
whether  operated  directly  by  farmers 
on  their  own  acreage  or  by  enterprises 
which  deliver  irrigation  water  for  farm 
production.  Similarly,  this  provision  is 
designed  to  cover  the  drying  of  food 
and  fiber  crops  directly  by  farmers  on 
their  own  premises  or  by  cooperative 
or  private  company  elevator-dryer 
facilities  located  at  freight  terminals 
or  other  locations.  The  level  of  such  ir¬ 
rigation  and  crop  drying  activities 
fluctuates  directly  with  weather  condi¬ 
tions  and  farm  production  levels,  and 
therefore  provision  for  full  current  re¬ 
quirements  of  natural  gas  on  demand 
is  deemed  necessary  for  full  food  and 
fiber  production.  Natural  gas  for  crop 
drying  that  is  incidental  to  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  food  and  fiber  commodities 
into  products  for  sale  to  consumers  is 
not  included  in  this  part  of  the  rule. 

Otherwise,  300  mef  per  peak  day  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  a  logical  cutoff  for  protec¬ 
tion  of  demand  requirements  for  gas 
against  curtailment.  The  rolling  base 
period,  corrected  for  process  and  feed¬ 
stock  curtailments,  for  such  larger  es¬ 
sential  agricultural  users  is  designed  to 
provide  continuous  protection  for  the 
food  and  fiber  system  beyond  the  farm 
level,  without  imposing  large  and  un¬ 
predictable  new  demands  on  the  natu¬ 
ral  gas  system. 

The  multiple-option  base  period,  cor¬ 
rected  for  feedstock  and  process  cur¬ 
tailments.  provided  in  this  rule  should 
provide  a  practicable  means  generally 
to  meet  the  natural  gas  requirements 
of  larger-scale  (over  300  mef  per  peak 
day)  essential  agricultural  users.  It  Is 
recognized,  however,  that  inequities 
may  initially  occur  in  a  few  situations, 
where  all  base  period  options  available 
to  such  a  user  are  substantially  below 
current  process  and  feedstock  require¬ 
ments  for  full  food  and  fiber  produc¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  this  interim  final  rule 
also  provides  a  procedure  whereby,  in 
the  case  of  any  user  of  more  than  300 
mef  per  peak  day  (i.e..  any  user  subject 
to  a  base  period)  whose  highest  cor¬ 
rected  base  period  volume  falls  short 


in  excess  of  300  mef  per  peak  day)  would 
phase  into  a  rolling,  3-year  base  period  ap¬ 
proach  over  the  requisite  period  of  time. 
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of  meeting  current  natural  gas  re¬ 
quirements  for  process  and  feedstock 
by  25  percent  or  more  (of  the  total 
correct^  base  period  volume),  such 
user  may  petition  the  Secretary  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  for  an  exception  to  the 
volume  certification  to  which  he  oth¬ 
erwise  would  be  entitled.  If  the  Secre¬ 
tary  following  si>ecified  procedures 
grants  an  exception,  he  may  deter¬ 
mine  and  certify  to  the  FERC  the  pre¬ 
cise  volume  of  feedstock  and  process 
gas  to  which  that  individual  user  is  en¬ 
titled.  in  addition  to  such  user’s  base 
period  volume  which  would  be  com¬ 
puted  under  the  volumetric  certifica¬ 
tion  of  this  rulemaking.  This  addition¬ 
al  volume  of  feedstock  and  process  gas 
would  be  incorporated  into  the  user’s 
base  for  subsequent  year  applications, 
and  therefore  a  one-time  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
any  such  case  should  suffice  to  correct 
the  inequity. 

An  example  of  a  situation  which 
may  warrant  a  petition  for  exception 
might  be  a  fertilizer  plant  or  a  food 
processing  plant  which  constrained  by 
insufficient  process  or  feedstock  gas  to 
operate  substantially  below  its  capac¬ 
ity  its  operating  demands  during  all 
optional  base  periods  and.  due  to  con¬ 
tract  maximums  or  otherwise,  was  not 
technically  curtailed  during  such  peri¬ 
ods.  It  is  not  intended  that  this  provi¬ 
sion  will  be  employed  to  accommodate 
year-to-year  fluctuations  in  natural 
gas  requirements  for  individual  users; 
it  is  intended  to  correct  only  serious, 
initial  inequities  in  the  base.  The  stip¬ 
ulation  that  a  shortfall  in  process  and 
feedstock  requirements  of  25  percent 
or  more  (of  the  total  base  volume) 
must  have  occurred  for  a  petition  to 
be  considered  is  designed  to  limit  such 
petitions  only  to  the  few  situations  in 
which  a  serious  inequity  would  other¬ 
wise  result.  The  rule  is  designed  to  ac¬ 
commodate  year-to-year  fluctuations 
in  gas  requirements  in  ways  other 
than  this  special  exception,  including 
the  protection  on  demand  for  small- 
scale  and  on-farm  uses  and  the  multi¬ 
ple-option,  corrected  rolling  base 
period  protection  for  other  users. 

Types  and  Volume  Levels  Certified— 
The  proposed  rule  applied  no  discrimi¬ 
nation  among  types  of  gas  within  the 
essential  agricultural  priority,  based 
upon  the  rationale  that  the  statute  re¬ 
quired  that  agricultural  uses  per  se  be 
accorded  special  end-product  priority 
and  that  “high  cost’’  alternatives  to 
natural  gas  be  avoided  in  the  case  of 
essential  agricultural  uses.  Since  the 
FERC,  in  consultation  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture,  is  authorized 
under  Section  401(b)  to  determine 
whether  an  alternative  fuel  is  eco¬ 
nomically  practicable  and  reasonably 
available,  and  since  such  alternate  fuel 
determinations  have  generally  been 
predicated  upon  end-use  distinctions. 


the  proposal  not  to  discriminate 
among  end  uses  in  this  rulemaking  was 
also  intended  to  avoid  unnecessary, 
duplicative  decisionmaking  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  and  the  FERC. 

The  question  of  whether  to  distin¬ 
guish  among  types  of  natural  gas 
usage,  and  the  related  question  of  how 
best  to  meet  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture’s  clear  responsibility  to  certify 
the  volumetric  level  of  natural  gas  re¬ 
quirements  of  essential  agricultural 
uses  for  curtailment  protection, 
evoked  extensive  public  comment.  Ap¬ 
proval  of  the  nondiscrimination  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  rule  was  ex¬ 
pressed  in  a  large  number  of  com¬ 
ments.  However,  objections  to  the  pri¬ 
ority  accorded  to  boiler  fuel  under  the 
proposed  rule  were  raised  in  12  com¬ 
ments.  The  contention  was  made  that 
such  a  priority  claim  would  render  the 
distribution  system  unworkable  during 
critical  periods  such  as  occurred  in 
recent  w'inters,  and  would  reserve  from 
curtailment  amounts  of  gas  for  agri¬ 
cultural  use  at  the  expense  of  other 
industrial  firms  needing  process  fuel. 
It  was  argued  in  one  comment  that 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  401(c)  to  distinguish 
between  natural  gas  which  is  “neces¬ 
sary’’  and  that  which  is  not  necessary, 
and  to  exclude  the  latter  from  his  cer¬ 
tification. 

The  interim  final  rule  is  modified 
from  the  proposed  rule  in  response  to 
the  public  comment  and  in  order  to  co¬ 
ordinate  the  end-product  agricultural 
priority  with  the  partial  continuation 
of  the  end-use  approach  in  overall  cur¬ 
tailment  policy  under  the  NGPA.  The 
intent  is  to  achieve  maximum  practica¬ 
bility,  while  continuing  to  meet  the 
statutory  intent  to  provide  a  higher 
level  of  protection  against  curtailment 
than  previously  for  essential  agricul¬ 
tural  uses  of  pipeline  supplies  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas. 

The  interim  final  rule  does  not  dis¬ 
criminate  among  end-uses  of  gas  with 
respect  to  on  farm  iises  and  other  es¬ 
sential  agricultural  users  of  300  mcf  or 
less  per  peak  day;  all  uses  in  this  cate¬ 
gory  are  certified  for  protection 
against  curtailment.  Since  for  all  other 
essential  agricultural  uses,  the  vol¬ 
umes  of  pipeline  gas  protected  against 
curtailment  would  be  computed  on  the 
basis  of  the  higher  of  (a)  the  highest 
period  within  the  most  recent  3  years 
or  (b)  the  maximum  amount  available 
under  a  current  pipeline  curtailment 
plan,  this  will  mean  that  substantial 
boiler  fuel  may  be  included  within  the 
protected  base.  Such  boiler  fuel  will 
not  include  boiler  fuel  for  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  fertilizer,  agricultural  chemi¬ 
cals,  and  animal  feed  and  food  (which 
is  excluded  under  401(f)(1)(B)  of  the 
NGPA);  however,  the  base  for  each 
user  will  be  corrected  for  curtailment 
of  non-boiler  fuel  uses  only. 


The  rule  provides  that  new  users  of 
pipeline  gas,  which  fall  within  the 
classes  certified  as  essential  agricultur¬ 
al  uses,  are  to  be  treated  Identically  to 
existing  users  within  the  on  the  farm 
and  300  mcf  or  less  category  or  the 
larger-user  category,  whichever  is  ap¬ 
plicable.  This  will  allow  the  verifica¬ 
tion  and  extension  of  curtailment  pro¬ 
tection  to  new  users  on  a  continuous 
basis,  using  the  same  implementation 
procedures  as  used  initially  for  exist¬ 
ing  essential  agricultural  users,  and 
without  further  necessary  interv’en- 
tion  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
In  view  of  the  dynamic  and  expanding 
nature  of  the  agricultural  sector  of  the 
economy,  and  the  fact  that  new  and 
modified  plants  generally  use  gas  more 
efficiently  than  older  plants,  this  rule- 
making  contemplates  an  affirmative, 
non-discriminatory  curtailment  policy 
for  new  essential  agricultural  users 
relative  to  existing  users  of  pipeline 
supplies  of  natural  gas. 

The  certification  of  volumetric  re¬ 
quirements  in  this  rule  is  intended  to 
make  the  maximum  use  of  the  author¬ 
ity  under  Section  401(f)  to  define  “es¬ 
sential  agricultural  use’’  as  “any  use  of 
natural  gas  •  •  •  which  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  determines  is  necessary 
for  full  food  and  fiber  production,’’ 
(emphasis  added)  in  order  to  avoid  du¬ 
plicative  decisionmaking  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  Gen¬ 
erally,  this  rulemaking  seeks  to  har¬ 
monize  the  potentially  overlapping  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  the  FERC,  in  consulta¬ 
tion  with  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
under  401(b).  to  determine  whether  a 
fuel  other  than  natural  gas  is  economi¬ 
cally  practicable  and  reasonably  avail¬ 
able  as  an  alternative  to  a  volume  of 
use  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  under  Section  401(c)  (in  which 
case  the  protection  against  curtail¬ 
ment  for  that  specific  use  would  not 
apply),  and  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  under  Section  401(f),  to  ex¬ 
clude  from  his  initial  certification  any 
use  of  gas  which  he  determines  not 
“necessary”  for  full  food  and  fiber 
production. 

In  terms  of  administrative  practical¬ 
ity,  the  certification  in  this  rulemak¬ 
ing  of  only  on-farm  and  other  small- 
scale  agricultural  users  to  “on 
demand”  supplies  of  gas,  and  of  other 
essential  agricultural  users  to  updated 
base  period  pipeline  supplies  corrected 
for  curtailments  of  feedstock  and  proc¬ 
ess  gas  only,  enables  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  volumes  of  gas  use  deemed 
“necessary”  under  Section  401(f)  in 
effect  to  equate  with  the  volumes  of 
gas  use  deemed  not  to  have  an  eco¬ 
nomically  practicable  or  reasonably 
available  alternative  under  Section 
401(b).  The  certified  small-scale  agri¬ 
cultural  users  (which  consume  less 
than  300  mcf  per  peak  day)  would  be 
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presumed  to  lack  the  economic  practi¬ 
cability  and  reasonable  availability  to 
utilize  a  fuel  other  than  pipeline  sup¬ 
plies  of  natural  gas  in  their  operations. 
All  other  certified  essential  agricultur¬ 
al  users  would  be  rebuttably  presumed 
to  lack  the  economic  practicability  and 
reasonable  availability  to  utilize  a  fuel 
other  than  natural  gas  up  to  the 
higher  of  the  base  (exclusive  of  base 
levels  of  boiler  fuel  for  401(f)(lKB) 
uses),  corrected  for  past  curtailments 
of  feedstock  and  process  gas  and  for 
plant  shutdowns,  or  the  maximum 
amount  available  under  a  current 
pipeline  curtailment  plan.  Users  of 
boiler  fuel  volumes  for  existing 
401(f)(1)(A)  uses  which  are  not  cov¬ 
ered  in  the  base  could  seek  to  rebut  a 
presumption  that  alternatives  are 
available,  by  applying  the  “economi¬ 
cally  practicable  and  reasonably  avail¬ 
able”  test.  This  would  generally  elimi¬ 
nate  the  need  for  sequential  determi¬ 
nations  regarding  the  economic  practi¬ 
cability  and  reasonable  availability  of 
alternate  fuels  under  Section  401(b) 
by  the  FERC,  in  consultation  with  the 
Secretary  of  Agrriculture. 

The  volumetric  certifications  in  this 
rulemaking  are  designed  to  determine 
basic  levels  of  protection  against  cur¬ 
tailment  for  essential  agricultural 
uses.  In  the  event  that  available  sup¬ 
plies  of  gas  allow  increased  deliveries 
of  natural  gas  beyond  these  protected 
levels,  this  rulemaking  presumes  that 
no  discrimination  will  be  exercised, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  against  es¬ 
sential  agricultural  users  (existing  or 
new)  with  regard  to  fair  and  equitable 
access  to  pipeline  supplies  of  such  in¬ 
creased  deliveries,  consistent  with  the 
prevailing  schedule  of  priorities. 

Implementation  of  the  Use  and 
Volume  Certifications— The  proposed 
rule  stated,  as  an  overriding  considera¬ 
tion,  that  the  certification  in  this  rule- 
making  must  be  equitable  and  practi¬ 
cable  to  implement.  The  proposal 
stated  specifically:  “Data  requirements 
must  not  be  overly  burdensome  to  the 
individuals  covered.  Similarly,  the  cer¬ 
tification  to  the  Secretary  of  Energy 
and  FERC  must  be  in  such  a  form  and 
substance  that  it  can  be  implemented 
on  a  generalized  basis  without  undue 
delay  and  cost.” 

Substantial  public  comment  was  re¬ 
ceived  on  implementation  procedures. 
Options  in  implementing  the  agricul¬ 
tural  certification  were  proposed  in  28 
submissions.  Generally,  it  was  suggest¬ 
ed  that  essential  agricultural  users 
should  certify  volumes  to  local  distri¬ 
bution  companies,  with  the  informa¬ 
tion  transmitted  to  the  pipeline  com¬ 
panies.  Several  agricultural  interests 
suggested  that  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  in  fully  discharging  his  duties 
under  Section  401,  should  engage 
USDA  resources  more  directly  in  the 
determination  of  actual  natural  gas  re¬ 
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quirements  for  essential  agricultural 
uses.  For  example,  each  agricultural 
establishment  would  periodically 
report  volumes  to  local  ASCS  offices 
which  in  turn  would  certify  the  vol¬ 
umes  to  FERC.  A  "passthrough”  certi¬ 
fication  was  proposed  for  the  chemical 
and  food  packaging  industries  where¬ 
by,  for  example,  food  processors  would 
certify  the  plants  pr(^ucing  essential 
food  packaging  materials  and  the 
quantities  of  natural  gas  involved. 
Such  a  procedure,  it  was  contended,  is 
similar  to  a  procedure  currently  fol¬ 
lowed  in  Defense-related  programs.  Fi¬ 
nally,  it  was  proposed  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  certify  anhydrous 
ammonia  plants  individually,  since 
large  volumes  of  gas  are  consumed  and 
relatively  few  establishments  are  in¬ 
volved. 

The  modifications  made  in  this  in¬ 
terim  final  rule  are  designed  to  sim¬ 
plify  implementation  to  the  maximum 
extent  practicable,  and  to  minimize 
the  need  for  duplicative  involvement 
by  the  USDA  in  detailed  implementa¬ 
tion.  The  Secretary  of  Energy  and  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  have  primary  responsibility  for 
the  administration  of  natural  gas 
policy.  An  established  system  of  data 
gathering  and  verification  already 
exists  under  the  auspices  of  the 
FERC,  through  the  pipeline  compa¬ 
nies.  data  verification  committees,  and 
local  distribution  companies.  This 
rulemaking  contemplates  that  the 
USDA  will  assist  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  and  the  FERC  in  implement¬ 
ing  the  agricultural  certification  to 
the  maximum  extent  practicable,  but 
does  not  contemplate  any  unnecessary 
duplication  of  administrative  machin¬ 
ery. 

This  rule  responds  to  concerns  in 
the  comments  that  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  must  fully  exercise  his  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  certify  volumetric  re- 
Quirements,  not  only  uses,  under  Sec¬ 
tion  401(c).  by  clearly  delineating 
those  two  areas  of  responsibility  and 
treating  volumetric  requirements  spe¬ 
cifically  and  operationally.  P\irther.  it 
is  noted  that  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  has  continuing  statutory  respon¬ 
sibilities  relevant  to  those  concerns 
under  Sections  401(b)  and  401(d).  and 
that  the  broad  construction  eriven  the 
term  “necessary”  under  401(f)  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  designed 
generally  to  eliminate  the  need  for 
separate,  sequential  determinations  on 
alternate  fuel  capability  under  401(b). 

The  approach  to  certification  adopt¬ 
ed  in  this  rule  should  markedly  sim¬ 
plify  implementation.  The  small-scale 
user  breakout  will  reduce  to  relatively 
routine  data  collection  and  determina¬ 
tions  on  a  one-time  basis  the  over¬ 
whelming  proportion  of  individual 
user  cases  to  be  handled.  The  updated 
base  period  approach  to  larger  users 
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provides  a  rather  standardized  basis 
for  determinations  in  the  relatively 
small  number  of  cases  of  larger  agri¬ 
cultural  users.* 

Some  pipelines  (especially  integrated 
natural  gas  companies)  already  have 
the  essential  data  on  base  period 
amounts  of  gas  usage  and  corrections 
for  feedstock  and  process  curtailments 
and  plant  shutdowns  required  on  an 
individual-user  level,  and  other  pipe¬ 
lines  can  expand,  their  present  data- 
collection  procedures  without  undue 
burden  to  collect  the  needed  data. 

An  additional  question  that  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  effective  implementation  is 
whether  the  levels  of  gas  usage  that 
are  certified  will  be  effectively  passed 
through  the  local  distribution  to  the 
burner  tips  of  the  ultimate  users.  This 
presents  no  problem  with  respect  to 
integrated  natural  gas  companies  who 
currently  operate  routinely  on  such  a 
basis,  but  in  other  situations  effective 
implementation  could  be  frustrated 
unless  it  carries  through  to  the  burner 
tip.  In  the  public  comment  on  this 
question,  six  submissions  recommend¬ 
ed  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
work  with  the  Secretary  of  Energy 
and  the  FERC  to  assure  that  the  agri¬ 
cultural  priority  is  made  effective 
through  the  local  distributor  to  the  in¬ 
dividual  agricultural  user. 

The  crucial  relationship  of  this  issue 
to  effective  implementation  of  the  ag¬ 
ricultural  priority  is  recognized.  The 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  will  pursue 
the  objective  that  the  FERC  utilize  its 
transportation  jurisdiction  to  the 
maximum  extent  practicable  to:  (1) 
make  supplies  of  pipeline  gas  available 
to  meet  essential  agricultural  require¬ 
ments;  and  (2)  condition  delivery  of 
such  priority  gas  by  an  Interstate  pipe¬ 
line  to  distribution  companies  upon 
the  flowthrough  to  the  users  for 
whom  it  is  intended. 

IV.  Impact  Analysis 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  pre¬ 
pared  a  preliminary  impact  analysis  of 
the  proposed  rule.  In  response  to 
public  comment,  a  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement  has  been  pre¬ 
pared  which  discusses  the  economic 
and  environmental  consequences  of 
four  alternative  curtailment  plans.  Im¬ 
pacts  on  agriculture,  affected  indus¬ 
tries.  air  quality,  water  quality,  and 

‘Conversely,  the  implementation  of  the 
agricultural  priority  would  be  complicated 
substantially  if  propane  were  to  be  deemed 
an  alternate  to  natural  gas  for  curtailment 
purposes.  In  the  comments  on  this  proposed 
rule.  13  submissions,  both  agricultural  and 
nonagricultural  (including  the  Process  Gas 
Consumers  Group)  maintained  that  pro¬ 
pane  should  not  be  considered  as  a  potential 
alternate  to  natural  gas.  For  this  reason, 
and  other  considerations,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  is  recommending  to  the  FERC 
that  the  current  non-alternative  status  of 
propane  be  retained. 
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biological  resources  are  discussed.  A 
copy  of  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  can  be  obtained  for 
review  and  comment  by  contacting 
Weldon  Barton,  Director,  Office  of 
Elnergy,  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  Room  226-E,  Administration 
Building,  12th  and  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250; 
telephone  number  (202)  447-2455.  A 
copy  of  the  draft  EIS  is  available  for 
public  viewing  in  Room  5173  South 
Building,  12th  and  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  has 
been  approved  as  meeting  the  require¬ 
ments  of  a  final  impact  statement 
under  the  USDA  responses  to  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  12044. 

Interim  F^nal  Rule 

The  determination  and  certification 
are  contained  in  the  following  interim 
rule  and  codified  as  Part  2900  of  Title 
7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Title  7,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
is  amended  by  adding  Chapter  XXIX 
consisting  of  Part  2900  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Sec. 

2900.1  General. 

2900.2  Definitions. 

2900.3  Essentia]  Agricultural  Uses. 

2900.4.  Essential  Agricultural  Volumetric 

Requirements. 

2900.5  Amendments. 

2900.6  Effective  Date. 

Authority;  Pub.  L.  95-621,  November  9, 
1978 

§  2900.1  General. 

Section  401(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA)  requires 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  essential  agricultural  uses  of 
natural  gas,  and  to  certify  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Energy  and  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  the  natural  gas  requirements, 
expressed  either  as  volumes  or  per¬ 
centages  of  use,  of  persons,  or  classes 
thereof,  for  essential  agricultural  uses 
in  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
full  food  and  fiber  production.  The 
rule  covers  establishments  performing 
functions  classed  as  essential  agricul¬ 
tural  uses  whose  natural  gas  supplies 
are  distributed  through  the  interstate 
pipeline  system  even  though  such  es¬ 
tablishments  may  receive  such  gas  di¬ 
rectly  from  an  intrastate  pipeline  or 
local  distribution  company.  The  rule 
provides  to  the  Secretary  of  Eiiergy 
(for  purposes  of  Section  401(a)  of  the 
NGPA)  and  to  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  the  following 
certifications: 

(a)  Essential  agricultural  uses  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas,  expressed  as  classes  of  estab¬ 
lishments  that  use  gas  for  essential  ag¬ 
ricultural  purposes;  and 

(b)  Essential  agricultural  volumetric 
requirements  of  natural  gas,  expressed 


as  percentages  of  use  or  as  adjusted 
base  period  volumes  of  use. 

§  2900.2  Definitions. 

(a)  “Full  food  and  fiber  production” 
means  the  entire  output  of  food  and 
fiber  produced  for  the  domestic 
market  and  for  export,  for  building  of 
reserves,  and  crops  for  soil  building  or 
conservation.  This  term  also  includes 
the  processing  of  food  and  fiber  into 
stable  and  storable  products,  and  the 
maintenance  of  food  quality  after 
processing. 

(b)  “Establishment”  means  an  eco¬ 
nomic  unit,  generally  at  a  single  physi¬ 
cal  location  where  business  is  conduct¬ 
ed  or  where  services  or  industrial  oper¬ 
ations  are  performed  (for  example,  a 
factory,  mill,  store,  mine,  farm,  sales 
office,  or  warehouse).  Note— This  is 
the  same  definition  as  is  used  in  the 
Standard  Industrial  Classification 
Manual,  1972  edition. 

(c)  “Essential  Agricultural  Use  Es¬ 
tablishment”  means  any  Elstablish- 
ment,  or  the  portion  of  an  Establish¬ 
ment,  which  performs  (or  has  the  ca¬ 
pability  to  perform)  activities  specified 
in  §  2900.3. 

(d)  As  used  in  Section  2900.4(a)(1), 
“on  farm  for  agricultural  production” 
includes  all  uses  of  natural  gas  by  any 
Essential  Agricultural  Use  Establish¬ 
ment  included  under  “Food  and  Fiber 
Production”  in  §  2900.3  (Industry  SIC 
Nos.  01,  02,  0723,  and  4971),  regardless 
of  physical  location  or  ownership  of 
faculities. 

(e)  “Essential  Agricultural  Volumet¬ 
ric  Requirements”  means  the  volumes 
of  natural  gas  required  by  an  Essential 
Agricultural  Use  Elstablishment  to  per¬ 
form  the  activities  necessary  for  full 
food  and  fiber  production,  determined 
pursuant  to  the  volumetric  require¬ 
ment  certification  imder  §  2900.4. 

§  2900.3  Essential  Agricultural  Uses. 

For  purposes  of  Section  401(c)  of  the 
NGPA,  the  following  classes  or  por¬ 
tions  of  classes  are  certified  as  essen¬ 
tial  agricultural  uses  in  order  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  full  food  and  fiber 
production. 

Essential  Agricultural  Uses 

Industry  SIC  No.  and  Industry  Description 

rOOD  AND  NATURAL  PIBER  PRODUCTION 

01  Agricultural  Production— Crops 
02  Agricultural  Production— Livestock  Ex¬ 
cluding  0272— Horses  and  Other 
Equines,  and  Nonfood  Portions  of  0279— 
Animal  Specialties,  Not  Elsewhere  Clas¬ 
sified 

0723  C^op  Preparation  Services  for 
Market,  Except  Cotton  Ginning  (see 
fiber  processing) 

4971  Irrigation  Systems 

FERTILIZER  AND  AGRICULTURAL  CHEMICALS 
(Process  and  Feedstock  Use  Only) 

1474  Potash,  Soda,  and  Borate  Materials 

1475  Phosphate  Rock 


Industry  SIC  No.  and  Industry  Description 
1477  Sulfur 

2819  Industrial  Inorganic  Chemicals,  n.e.c. 

(Agricultural  related  only) 

2865  Cyclic  Crudes  and  Cyclic  Interme¬ 
diates,  Dyes  and  Organic  Pigments  (Ag¬ 
ricultural  related  only) 

2869  Industrial  Organic  Chemicals,  n.e.c. 

(Agricultural  related  only) 

287  Agricultural  Chemicals 
2899  Chemicals  and  Chemical  Prepara¬ 
tions.  n.e.c.  (salt-food  and  feed  grade 
only) 

3274  Lime  (agricultural  lime  only) 

FOOD  AND  NATURAL  FIBER  PROCESSING— FOOD 

20  Food  and  Kindred  Products  Except 

2047—  Dog,  Cat  and  Other  Pet  Food,  and 

2048—  Prepared  Feeds  and  Feed  Ingredi¬ 
ents  for  Animals  and  Fowls,  Not  Else¬ 
where  Classified 

ANIMAL  FEEDS,  AND  FOOD 

(Process  and  Feedstock  Use  Only) 

2047  Dog,  C^t  and  Other  Pet  Food 

2048  Prepared  Feeds  and  Feed  Ingredients 
for  Animals  and  Fowls,  Not  Elsewhere 
Classified 

NATURAL  FIBER 

0724  Cotton  Ginning 

2141  Tobacco  Stemming  and  Redrying 

2299  Textile  Goods,  n.e.c.  (wool  tops. 

combing  and  converting) 

3111  Leather  Tanning  and  Finishing 

FOOD  QUALITT  MAINTENANCE- FOOD  PA(»AG1NG 

2641  Paper  Coating  and  Glazing  (f(x>d  re¬ 
lated  only) 

2643  Bags,  Except  Textile  (food  related 
only) 

2645  Die  Cut  Paper  and  Paperboard  (food 
related  only) 

2646  Pressed  and  Molded  Pulp  goixis  (food 
related  only) 

2649  Converted  Paper  Products  (food  relat¬ 
ed  only) 

2651  Folding  Paperboard  Boxes  (food  re¬ 
lated  only) 

2653  Corrugated  and  Solid  Fiber  Boxes 
(food  related  only) 

2654  Sanitary  Fcxxl  Containers 

2655  Fiber  Cans.  TVbes,  Drums,  and  Simi¬ 
lar  Products  (food  related  only) 

3079  Mis(;ellaneous  Plastic  Products  (food 
related  only) 

3221  Glass  Containers  (fcxxl  related  only) 
3411  Metal  Cans  (food  related  only) 

3497  Metal  Foil  and  Leaf  (food  related 

•  only) 

MARKETING  AND  DISTRIBUTION 

4221  Farm  Product  Warehousing  and  Stor¬ 
age 

4222  Refrigerated  Warehousing 
514  Groceries  and  Related  Products 
5153  Farm  Product  Raw  Materials-— Grain 
5462  Retail  Bakeries— Baking  and  Selling 

§2900.4  Essential  agricultural  volumetric 
requirements. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  Section  401(c)  of 
the  NGPA,  Essential  Agricultural 
Volumetric  Requirements  are  certified 
to  be: 

(1)  F\>r  each  Essential  Agricultural 
Use  Establishment  which  (i)  uses  nat¬ 
ural  gas  on  farm  for  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction,  or  (ii)  consumes  300  mcf  or 
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less  of  natural  gas  per  peak  day 
(whether  such  Essential  Agricultural 
Use  Establishment  is  in  existence  on 
the  effective  day  of  this  rule  or  comes 
into  existence  thereafter)— 100%  of 
the  current  requirements. 

(2)  For  each  Essential  Agricultural 
Use  Establishment  not  included  in 
paragraph  (1)  (whether  such  Essential 
Agricultural  Use  Establishment  is  in 
existence  on  the  effective  date  of  this 
rule  or  comes  into  existence  thereaf¬ 
ter)— the  higher  of: 

(i)  The  actual  volume  of  natural  gas 
used  by  such  Essential  Agricultural 
Use  Establishment  (corrected  to  in¬ 
clude  amounts  of  process  and  feed¬ 
stock  gas  not  used  because  of  curtail¬ 
ment  or  plant  shutdown)  during  the 
applicable  period  of  the  most  recent  3 
years  (updated  annually)  which  has 
the  highest  corrected  volume:  pro¬ 
vided.  however,  that  if  any  such  Elssen- 
tial  Agricultural  Use  Establishment 
shali  have  been  in  existence  less  than 
3  years,  the  applicable  period  shail  be 
that  having  the  highest  corrected 
volume  of  such  Essential  Agricultural 
Use  E^stablishment’s  existence:  or 

(ii)  The  maximum  volume  such  Es¬ 
sential  Agricultural  Use  Establishment 
w’ould  be  entitled  to  purchase  under 
the  interstate  pipeline’s  curtailment 
plan  in  effect  on  the  effective  date  of 
this  rule. 

(b)  If  any  Essential  Agricultural  Use 
Establishment,  requiring  more  than 
300  mcf  of  natural  gas  per  peak  day, 
shall  be  unable  to  meet  its  current  re¬ 
quirements  with  amounts  computed 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this 
section  and  shall  require  an  additional 
amount  of  natural  gas  for  process  and 
feedstock  gas  equal  to  twenty-five  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  amount  computed 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this 
section  such  Essential  Agricultural 
Use  E^stablishment  may  petition  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  an  excep¬ 
tion  to  paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  Such  petition  shall  be  in  such 
form  as  the  Secretary  may  require  and 
shall  state  the  relevant  facts  and  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  requested  exception.  The 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  certify 
to  the  Secretary  of  Energy  and  FERC 
for  purposes  of  Section  401,  NGPA, 
such  volume,  in  addition  to  that  com¬ 
puted  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)(2)  of 
this  section  as  will,  in  the  Judgment  of 
the  Secretary,  enable  the  petitioner  to 
meet  its  current  requirements  for 
process  and  feedstock  gas. 

(c)  Volumetric  requirements  of  any 
Essential  Agricultural  Use  Establish¬ 
ment  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  pursuant  to  this  Section 
2900.4  shall  not  necessarily  be  limited 
to  the  maximum  contracted  volume  of 
such  Essential  Agricultural  Use  Estab¬ 
lishment. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

§  2900.5  Amendments. 

This  rule  may  be  amended  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  from  time  to 
time.  In  accordance  with  7  CFR  1.28, 
requests  for  such  amendments  may  be 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture. 

§  2900.6  Effective  date. 

This  rule  shall  be  effective  on  Febru¬ 
ary  28,  1979,  and  shall  continue  in 
effect  until  superseded  upon  issuance 
of  a  permanent  rule  on  or  about  April 
30,  1979. 

Dated:  February  26, 1979. 

Bob  Berglano, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
(FR  Doc.  79-6247  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-U-M] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

(Docket  No.  79-SO-07:  Arndt.  No.  39-34191 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

EMBRAER;  Model  EMB-110P1 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACrriON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts 
a  new  airworthiness  directive  (AD) 
which  requires  inspection  of  the 
rudder  tab  actuator  attachment  bolts 
for  correct  torque  on  EIMBRAER 
Model  EMB-llOPl  airplanes.  The  AD 
is  needed  to  prevent  vibration  in  the 
rudder  pedals  which  is  caused  by 
slackening  of  the  rudder  tab  actuator 
attachment  bolts,  and  which  could 
result  in  the  structural  failure  of  the 
vertical  tail. 

DA’TES:  Effective  March  7, 1979.  Com¬ 
pliance  is  required  within  the  next  50 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  AD,  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished.  and  thereafter  at  inter¬ 
vals  not  to  exceed  200  flying  hours. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
bulletin  may  be  obtained  from  Em- 
presa  Brasileira  de  Aeronautica  S/A 
(EMBRAER),  P.O.  Box  343-CEP, 
12.200  Sao  Jose  dos  Campos-SP, 
Brazil.  A  copy  of  the  service  bulletin  is 
contained  in  Room  275,  FAA.  South¬ 
ern  Region.  3400  Whipple  Street,  East 
Point,  Georgia. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

R.  B.  Davis.  Chief,  Airframe  Section, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  FAA.  Southern  Region,  P.O. 


11527 

Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30320, 

telephone  (404)  763-7407. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
There  have  been  reports  of  vibration 
in  the  rudder  pedals  of  EMBRAER 
Model  EMB-llOPl  airplanes  which  is 
caused  by  slackening  of  the  rudder  tab 
actuator  attachment  bolts,  and  which 
could  result  in  the  structural  failure  of 
the  vertical  tail.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other  air¬ 
planes  of  the  same  type  design,  an  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  being  issued 
which  requires  inspection  of  the 
rudder  tab  actuator  attachment  bolts 
for  correct  torque. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this  regula¬ 
tion,  it  is  found  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impracticable 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

EMBRAER:  Model  EMB-llOPl.  all  serial 
numbers,  certificated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  is  required  within  the  next  50 
hours  time  in  service,  unless  already  accom¬ 
plished,  and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  200  flying  hours. 

To  prevent  vibration  in  the  rudder  pedals, 
accomplish  the  following: 

1.  Inspect  the  attachment  hardware  of  the 
rudder  tab  actuator  for  condition,  correct 
torque  and  part  number  as  indicated  below: 

a.  Bolt.  P/N  AN-13A. 

b.  Washer.  P/N  AN960-102. 

c.  Self-locking  Nut.  P/N  H14-3. 

d.  Torque:  30  inch  pounds. 

2.  If  incorrect,  damaged,  or  worn  parts  are 
found,  replace  with  correct  parts  and  torque 
to  30  inch  pounds. 

EMBRAER  Service  Bulletin  No.  110-27- 
021  covers  this  same  subject.  - 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
March  7, 1979, 

(Sec.  313<a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Depau-tment  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(0);  14  CFR  11.89)) 

Issued  in  East  Point.  Ga..  on  Febru¬ 
ary  14. 1979. 

George  R.  La  Caiixe, 
Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5842  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 
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[4910-13-M] 

[E^ket  No.  78-EA-108,  Arndt.  39-3418] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

AVCO  Lycoming 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (PAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts 
a  new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  ap¬ 
plicable  to  fuel  injected  Lycoming  air¬ 
craft  engines  with,  certain  Bendix  fuel 
injectors  installed  and  requires  an  in¬ 
spection  and  replacement  where  neces¬ 
sary  of  the  regulator  diaphragm  as¬ 
sembly  P/N  2529471  for  adequate 
copper  braze  fillet  at  the  Joint  of  the 
fuel  diaphragm  stem  and  retainer.  The 
purpose  of  the  requirement  is  to  pre¬ 
clude  separation  of  the  stem,  which 
can  cause  a  power  failure. 

DATE:  February  26.  1979.  Compliance 
is  required  as  set  forth  in  the  AD. 

ADDREISSES:  AVCO  Lycoming  Bulle¬ 
tins  may  be  acquired  from  the  manu¬ 
facturer  at  AVCO  Lycoming  Division, 
Williamsport,  Pennsylvania  17701. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

E.  Manzi,  Propulsion  Section,  AEA- 
214,  Engineering  and  Manufactruing 
Branch.  Federal  Building.  J.F.K,  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica,  New 
York  11430;  Tel.  212-995-2894. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
There  have  been  a  number  of  reports 
of  separations  of  the  stems  so  as  to 
cause  in-flight  power  failures.  Since 
this  deficiency  affects  air  safety, 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  impractical  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  rule  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  §39.13  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  is 
amended,  by  issuing  a  new  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive,  as  follows: 

AVCO  Lycoming.  Applies  to  all  fuel  injected 
Lycoming  series  engines  equipped  with 
the  following  Bendix  Injector  Models 
and  Parts  List  Numbers  and  to  all  Ly¬ 
coming  fuel  injected  engines  irrespective 
of  parts  list  number  or  serial  number, 
whose  Bendix  Models  RSA-5AB1,  RSA- 
5A01.  and  RSA-lOADl  fuel  injectors 
have  been  overhauled  after  March  31. 
1977,  in  which  the  fuel  diaphragm  has 
been  replaced  with  a  new  P/N  2529471 
diaphragm  assembly. 


Model  Number  and  Serial  Number  Parts  List 

Number 


RSA-5AB1  Serial  No.  63503  through  2524254-4 
66027.  2524712-1 

RSA-SADI  Serial  No.  61032  through  2524054-4 
66920.  2524147-6 

2524117-4 

2524213-4 

2524291-4 

2524297-3 

2524307-3 

2524335-3 

2524359-3 

2524450-2 

2524469(B) 

2524550-1 

2524673-1 

2524682-1 

2524723-1 

RSA-lOADl  Serial  No.  63399  through  2524163-7 
66941.  2524175-3 


Compliance  required  within  the  next  10 
hours  in  service  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD,  unless  previously  accomplished. 

To  prevent  an  in-flight  power  loss  due  to 
the  separation  of  the  P/N  2529192  regulator 
diaphragm  stem  assembly,  the  P/N  2529471 
regulator  diaphragm  assembly  must  be  re¬ 
moved,  inspected,  and  replaced  if  necessary, 
in  accordance  with  the  Accomplishment 
Instructions  listed  in  Bendix  Energy  Con¬ 
trols  Division  Service  Bulletin  No.  RS-57 
Rev.  1  or  FAA  approved  equivalent. 

Equivalent  methods  of  compliance  must 
be  approved  by  the  Chief,  En^eering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Eastern  Region.  Upon  sub¬ 
mission  of  substantiating  data  by  an  owner 
or  operator  through  an  FAA  Maintenance 
Inspector,  the  Chief.  Engineering  and  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Branch,  FAA  Eastern  Region 
may  adjust  to  compliance  time  specified  in 
this  AD. 

Note.— AVCO  Lycoming  Service  Bulletin 
No.  433A  also  pertains  to  this  subject. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
effective  February  26, 1979. 

(Secs.  313(a),  001,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1653(c);  and  14  CFR 
11.89)) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on 
February  12. 1979. 

Louis  J.  Cabdinali, 
Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5843  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

[Docket  No.  78-EA-109.  Arndt.  39-3420] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Grumman  American 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  amendment  amends 
airworthiness  directive  (AD)  78-23-11 
applicable  to  Grumman  American  G- 
164,  G-164A.  G-164B  and  0-164C  type 
airplanes  which  AD  required  repetitive 
inspections  and  replacement  where 
necessary  of  the  aileron  cables  for 
broken  strands.  The  purpose  of  this 
amendment  is  to  delete  the  reference 
to  “strands”  and  insert  a  reference  to 
“wires”,  the  latter  being  a  part  of  the 
strand  and  item  which  was  originally 
intended  for  inspection. 

DATE:  February  28,  1979.  Compliance 
is  required  as  set  forth  in  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  Service  Bulletins  may 
be  acquired  from  the  manufacturer  at 
Grumman  American  Corporation.  P.O. 
Box  147,  Elmira.  New  York  14902. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

I.  Mankuta,  Airframe  Section,  AEA- 

212,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 

Branch,  Federal  Building,  J.F.K.  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Jamaica,  New 

York  11430;  Tel.  212-995-2875. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Since  the  deficiency  affects  air  safety 
and  this  clarifying  amendment  is  es¬ 
sential  to  the  AD,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  impractical  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  rule 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Adoption  op  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  and  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator.  §39.13  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  C7FR  39.13)  is 
amended,  by  amending  AD  78-23-11, 
as  follows: 

1.  Amend  AD  78-23-11  so  as  to  delete 
the  words  “strands”  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  word  “wires”  wherever  it 
appears. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  is 
effective  February  28, 1979. 

(Se<s.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  UJS.C.  1354(a).  1421, 
1423);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(0);  14  CFR  11.89). 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on 
Pybruary  14, 1979. 

L.  J.  Cardinali, 
Acting  Director, 
Eastern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5850  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[491(>-13-M] 

[Docket  No.  78-NW-19-AD,  Amdt.  39-3417] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Model  727/727-100  Series 
Airplanes 

AGENCY;  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 
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ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  Amendment  (35  FR 
12058,  as  amended  at  36  FR  6826)  fur¬ 
ther  amends  FAA  Airworthiness  Di¬ 
rective  (AD)  70-15-15  which  requires 
inspections  for  cracks  in  the  wing 
center  section  front  spar  web  on 
Beoing  Model  727  series  airplanes. 
This  rule  expands  the  inspection  area 
due  to  recent  service  experience. 

DATES:  Effective  date  March  30, 
1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Boeing  service  bulletins 
specified  in  this  directive  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  to  Boeing  Com¬ 
mercial  Airplane  Company,  P.O.  Box 
3707,  Seattle,  Washington  98124. 
These  documents  may  also  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  FAA  Northwest  Region,  9010 
East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION, 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gerald  R.  Mack,  Airframe  Sec¬ 
tion,  ANW-212.  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA  North¬ 
west  Region,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington 
98108;  telephone  (206)  767-2516. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

Amendment  39-1048  (35  FR  12058), 
AD  70-15-15,  as  amended  by  Amend¬ 
ment  39-1188  (38  FR  6826),  requires 
visual  inspections  for  craclu  in  the 
wing  center  section  front  spar  web  at 
the  left  and  right  hand  BL  13.12  and 
BL  25.08  stiffener  locations  on  Boeing 
Model  727  series  airplanes.  The  crack¬ 
ing  is  the  result  of  fatigue  caused  by 
pressure  cycling.  The  AD  was  issued 
because  the  cracking  reduces  the 
structural  integrity  of  the  wing  front 
spar.  re.sults  in  damage  to  the  fuel 
cells  and  subsequent  fuel  leakage,  and 
could  cause  depressurization  of  the 
cabin.  Recently,  cracks  up  to  five 
inches  have  been  detected  in  the  front 
spar  web  of  three  airplanes  at  stiffen¬ 
er  locations  outside  the  existing  re¬ 
quired  inspection  area. 

Public  Participation 

A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
(NPRM)  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (43  FR  42766)  on  September 
21.  1978,  proposing  an  amendment  to 
AD  70-15-15  which  would  extend  the 
inspection,  repair,  and  modification 
area  to  LBL  and  RBL  58.64  inclusive. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  and  due  consideration  has  been 
given  to  all  comments  received. 

Comments 

In  response  to  the  proposal,  the  Air 
Transport  Association  of  America 
(ATA)  submitted  comments  on  behalf 


of  its  member  airlines.  Several  airlines 
objected  to  the  inclusion  of  the  web  at 
the  BL  58.64,  left  and  right,  stiffener 
since  they  have  not  experienced  crack¬ 
ing  at  this  area.  Furthermore,  they 
questioned  the  reports  of  cracking  at 
these  locations.  Prior  to  issuance  of 
the  NPRM,  the  FAA  had  received  two 
reports  of  cracking  at  BL  58.64  by  one 
operator.  The  operator  who  had  re¬ 
ported  this  cracking  advised  that  it  be¬ 
lieved  the  reported  location  at  BL 
58.64  was  in  error.  The  operator  con¬ 
firmed  its  belief  by  Inspecting  the  air¬ 
craft  on  which  the  cracks  were  report¬ 
ed.  The  cracks  and  the  applied  repair 
are  located  at  BL  50.64,  which  is  the 
stiffener  Just  inboard  of  BL  58.64. 
Based  on  this  recent  finding  and  a  fa¬ 
tigue  analysis  conducted  by  Boeing 
which  indicates  that  web  cracking  at 
BL  58.64  is  not  probable,  the  FAA  be¬ 
lieves  that  mandatory  inspections  are 
not  required  et  that  location.  The 
final  rule  has  been  revised  according¬ 
ly.  Also.  Boeing  has  revised  Service 
Bulletin  No.  57-107  to  reflect  this 
change.  One  operator  commented  that 
the  proposed  revision  to  paragraph 
D.l  of  the  AD  does  not  permit  installa¬ 
tion  of  the  back-to-back  stiffeners  as 
terminating  action  by  specifying  Para¬ 
graph  III.D  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
No.  57-107,  Revision  4.  Revision  4  was 
issued  to  expand  the  inspection  area 
and  revise  the  preferred  preventive  or 
terminating  modification  to  the  dou¬ 
blers  and  straps  with  solid  fasteners. 
The  operator  stated  that  it  has  fabri¬ 
cated  all  parts  to  accomplish  the  back- 
to-back  stiffener  installation  on  the  af¬ 
fected  fleet.  The  back-to-back  stiffener 
installation  is  still  considered  as  termi¬ 
nating  action.  The  modification  kits 
available  through  the  service  bulletin, 
applicable  to  the  entire  •area,  are  the 
doubler  and  strap  type  (l.e.,  the  service 
bulletin  does  not  provide  for  back-to- 
back  stiffeners  at  the  expanded  area). 
Therefore,  if  an  operator  desires  to  in¬ 
stall  back-to-back  stiffeners  for  termi¬ 
nating  action  at  all  locations,  approval 
for  the  expanded  area  must  be  re¬ 
ceived.  The  AD.  of  course,  provides  for 
this  option  by  obtaining  approval  from 
the  Chief.  Engineering  and  Manufac¬ 
turing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest 
Region. 

Two  op>erators  commented  on  the  re¬ 
quirement  in  Revision  4  of  Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  No.  57-107  that  previ¬ 
ous  repairs  must  be  replaced  with  full 
length  doublers  and  straps  within 
12.000  landings.  One  operator  stated 
that  replacement  is  not  justified  and 
would  be  required  on  all  of  its  affected 
airplanes.  The  other  operator  stated  it 
has  no  records  on  accomplisliment  of 
previous  repairs  for  those  aircraft 
which  it  has  acquired  after  accom¬ 
plishment  of  the  repairs.  It  should  be 
noted  initially  that  repairs,  except  the 
full  length  preventive  modification. 


have  always  had  a  12,000-landing 
limit.  Secondly,  it  is  an  operator’s  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  maintain  records  on 
time-limited  modifications  or  repairs. 
Therefore,  the  FAA  does  not  agree 
with  these  two  comments.  One  of 
these  operators  stated  that  Revision  4 
revised  the  service  bulletin  such  that 
local  repair  doublers  installed  with 
blind  fasteners,  identified  as  P/N  69- 
62491-1,  are  no  longer  permitted.  It 
was  not  the  intent  to  delete  this 
repair.  Boeing  has  further  revised  the 
bulletin  to  permit  this  repair  Aid  the 
AD  follows  the  service  bulletin. 

Several  operators  objected  to  the 
visual  inspection  interval  of  1,000  land¬ 
ings.  stating  it  did  not  coincide  with 
their  normal  maintenance  programs 
nor  was  it  justified.  The  FAA  dis¬ 
agrees.  Service  history  does  exist  to  re¬ 
quire  the  1,000-landing  interval.  One 
operator  recommended  that  an  eddy 
current  inspection  at  intervals  of  2,000 
landings  be  accepted  as  an  alternate. 
The  FAA  is  receptive  to  considering 
such  an  alternate  if  the  necessary  data 
were  submitted  to  substantiate  the 
procedure  and  Interv'al.  The  rule  pro¬ 
vides  for  alternate  approvals. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
39.13),  is  amended  by  further  amend¬ 
ing  Airworthiness  Directive  70-15-15 
(Amdt.  39-1048,  35  FR  12058;  as 
amended  by  Amdt.  39-1188,  36  FR 
6826),  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  the  applicability 
statement  to  read: 

Boeing.  Applies  to  all  Model  727/727-100 
series  airplanes,  certificated  in  all  cate¬ 
gories,  listed  in  Boeing  Service  Bulletin 
No.  57-107,  Revision  4,  or  later  PAA  ap¬ 
proved  revisions,  including  those  which 
have  had  the  terminating  action  modifi¬ 
cation,  repair,  and/or  time-limited  modi¬ 
fication  accomplished  per  previous  serv¬ 
ice  bulletin  revisions.  Compliance  re¬ 
quired  as  indicated. 

2.  By  amending  paragraph  A  to  read: 

A.  Unless  accomplished  within  the  last  500 
landings  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment,  within  the  next  500  landings 
from  the  effective  date  of  this  amendment 
or  prior  to  the  accumulation  of  15,000  land¬ 
ings,  whichever  occurs  later,  and  thereafter 
at  intervals  not  to  exceed  1,000  landings,  ac¬ 
complish  a  close  visual  inspection  for  cracks 
in  the  forward  face  of  the  wing  center  sec¬ 
tion  front  web  at  the  heels  of  all  web  stiff¬ 
eners  between  LBL  50.64  and  RBL  50.64,  in¬ 
clusive,  in  accordance  with  the  method  spec¬ 
ified  in  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  57-107, 
Revision  4.  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions, 
or  Inspect  by  an  equivalent  method  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region. 

3.  By  striking  out’  the  words  “Chief. 
Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  FAA 
Western  Region”  from  paragraphs  B.2 
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and  C.l  and  inserting  the  words 
“Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Branch,  FAA  Northw'est  Region” 
in  place  thereof, 

4.  By  amending  paragraph  D.l  to 
read: 

1.  The  preventive  modification  (from  LBL 
50.64  to  RBL  50.64)  described  in  paragraph 
III.D  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  57-107, 
Revision  4.  or  equivalent  modification  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Branch,  FAA  Northwest  Region 
is  installed:  Provided,  That  the  spar  web 
was  inspected  per  paragraph  A  of  this  AD  at 
the  same  time  and  found  to  be  uncracked  or 
that  any  crack  in  the  web  had  been  repaired 
per  paragraph  C  of  this  AD,  or 

5.  By  striking  out  the  words  “Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  57-107,  Revision  3, 
dated  January  19,  1971,  or  later  FAA 
approved  revisions,”  from  paragraph 
■D.2  and  inserting  the  words  “Boeing 
Service  Bulletin  No.  57-107,  Revision 
4,  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions,”  in 
place  thereof. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
March  30.  1979. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
1423):  sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c):  and  14  CFR 
11.89)) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
considered  to  be  significant  under  the  proce¬ 
dure  and  criteria  prescribed  by  Executive 
Order  12044  and  as  implemented  by  interim 
Department  of  Transportation  guidelines 
(43  FR  9582:  March  8.  1978). 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  12,  1979. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director, 

Northwest  Region. 

Note.— The  incorporation  by  reference 
provisions  in  the  document  were  approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  19,  1967. 

(FR  Doc.  79  5853  Filed  2-28-79:  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-Ml 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  78-WE-20) 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Extension  of  VOR  Federal  Airway 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  extends 
Victor  Airway  V-442  from  Hector, 
Calif.,  to  Ontario,  Calif.  Flights  cur¬ 
rently  operating  in  this  area  are  radar 
vectored  along  this  route  to  avoid  the 
high  minimum  altitude  (MEA)  of 
10,500  feet  required  on  the  present 
direct  route.  This  action  will  reduce 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

controller  workload  and  aid  flight 
planning. 

EFFECrriVE  DATE:  April  19,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591:  telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  December  18,  1978,  the  FAA  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  extend  Victor  Airway  V-442  from 
Hector,  Calif.,  to  Ontario,  Calif.  (43 
FR  58830).  Presently,  en  route  aircraft 
are  vectored  west  of  the  direct  airway 
route  between  Hector  and  Ontario  in 
order  to  avoid  the  high  minimum  en 
route  altitude  (MEA)  of  10,500  feet 
MSL.  This  action  will  provide  an 
airway  in  an  area  where  aircraft  are 
usually  vectored,  thereby  reducing 
controller  workload  and  aiding  flight 
planning.  Interested  persons  were  in¬ 
vited  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking 
proceeding  by  submitting  written  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA.  No 
comments  were  received.  This  amend¬ 
ment  is  the  same  as  that  proposed  in 
the  notice.  Section  71.123  was  repub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1979  (44  FR  307). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment -to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  extends  V-442  from  Hector, 
Calif.,  to  Ontario,  Calif.  The  extension 
of  V-442  will  improve  air  traffic  serv¬ 
ice  to  users  by  simplifying  flight  plan¬ 
ning  and  reduce  controller  work  by 
eliminating  the  need  for  radar  vectors 
in  the  area. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §71.123  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  re¬ 
published  (44  FR  307)  is  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  0901  G.m.t.,  April  19,  1979,  as 
follows: 

Under  V-442,  “From  Hector,  Calif.” 
is  deleted  and  “FYom  Ontario,  Calif., 
via  INT  Ontario  026°  and  Hector, 
Calif.,  247°  radials,  Hector;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  1354(a)):  sec.  6(c), 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(C)):  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  the  procedures  and  crite¬ 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 


implemented  by  Interim  Department  of 
Transportation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582: 
March  8,  1978). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1979. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
(FR  Doc.  79-5845  Filed  2-28-79:  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  79-WA-3] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Fort  Rucker,  Alabama, 
Control  Zone;  Correction  to  Final  Rule 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACrriON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  In  a  rule  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  15,  1978, 
Vol.  43,  page  25805,  and  a  correction  to 
that  rule  published  on  July  10,  1978, 
Vol.  43,  page  29555,  altering  the  Fort 
Rucker,  Ala.,  control  zone,  was  pub¬ 
lished  incorrectly  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  Vol.  44,  January  2,  1979,  Part  II. 
Department  of  Transportation,  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Administration,  Airspace 
Designation  Compilation  of  Regula¬ 
tions.  This  action  corrects  that  error, 
thereby  conforming  to  amendment  to 
the  Fort  Rucker  Control  Zone. 

EFFEiTTIVE  DATE:  March  1,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
FR  Doc.  78-16351  was  published  on 
June  15,  1978,  and  corrected  in  FH 
Doc.  78-18827,  published  on  July  10, 
1978,  that  amended  the  description  of 
the  Fort  Rucker,  Ala.,  control  zone. 
An  error  in  the  description  of  the  con¬ 
trol  zone  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration.  Airspace  Designation  Compila¬ 
tion  of  Regulations,  Vol.  44— No.  1, 
January  2,  1979,  and  this  amendment 
corrects  that  error. 

Adoption  of  the  Correcttion 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §71.171  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFH  Part  71) 
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as  republished  (44  FR  353),  effective 
March  1.  1979,  is  rewritten  as  follows: 

Fort  Rucker,  Ala. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Latitude 
31*18  30  "N,  Longitude  85*42'20"W.:  3  mUes 
each  side  of  Cairns  VOR  233*  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  to  8.5  miles 
southwest  of  the  VOR;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  Cairns  Army  Air  Field  Runway  36 
extended  centerline,  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  to  5  miles  south  of  the  runway 
end. 

(Secs.  307(a)  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  the  procedures  and  crite¬ 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
implemented  by  interim  Department  of 
Transportation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582; 
March  8,  1978). 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  21.  1979. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and. 

Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5846  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


14910-13-Ml 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-WE;-13] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE> 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  and  Rescission  of  Airways 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTTION:  Ptoal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  realigns 
a  segment  of  V-21  and  rescinds  seg¬ 
ments  of  V-25E.  V-201  and  V-208  air¬ 
ways  south  and  southeast  of  Los  Ange¬ 
les,  Calif.  This  action  eliminates 
unused  route  segments  and  realigns  a 
segment  of  V-21  to  a  route  that  is 
presently  used  as  a  vector  route.  Chart 
clutter  is  reduced  and  traffic  fiow  im¬ 
proved  in  this  area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  AprU  19,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air¬ 
space  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  December  4,  1978,  the  FAA  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  Part  71  of  the  Federal 


Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  realign  a  segment  of  V-21  and  re¬ 
scind  segments  of  other  airways  in  the 
area  south  and  southeast  of  Los  Ange¬ 
les  (43  FR  56679).  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  proceeding  by  submitting  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  the  proposal  to  the 
FAA.  The  only  comment  received  ex¬ 
pressed  no  objection  to  the  proposal. 
Section  71.123  of  Part  71  was  repub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  2.  1979,  (44  FR  307). 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part, 
the  designation  of  navigable  airspace 
outside  the  United  States,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  has  (xinsulted  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  in  ac(X)rdance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Executive  Order  10854. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  will 
make  the  following  changes. 

1.  Realigns  a  segment  of  V-21  from 
Seal  Beach.  Calif.,  to  Santa  Catalina. 
Calif.,  rather  than  to  the  CARP  INT. 

2.  Rescinds  segments  of  V-25E  from 
Seal  Beach  to  the  ALBACORE  INT 
and  from  Seal  Beach  to  the  HERMO 
INT. 

3.  Rescinds  a  segment  of  V-201  from 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  the  CARP  INT. 

4.  Rescinds  a  segment  of  V-208  from 
Los  Angeles  to  Santa  Catalina. 

The  route  from  Seal  Beach  to  Santa 
Catalina  is  presently  used  as  a  vector/ 
direct  route.  Designation  of  this  route 
as  an  airway  (V-21)  will  reduce  flight 
planning  and  communication  time. 
The  airway  segments  that  are  rescind¬ 
ed  are  not  presently  used  sufficiently 
to  warrant  their  retention  as  airways 
or  else  they  are  dually  designated  with 
another  airway  which  will  remain  des¬ 
ignated. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as  re¬ 
published  (44  FR  307)  is  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  0901  G.m.t.,  April  19,  1979,  as 
follows: 

Under  V-21.  all  before  “Ontario, 
Calif,,'”  is  deleted  and  “From  Santa 
Catalina,  Calif.,  via  Seal  Beach, 
CJalif.;"  is  substituted  therefor. 

Under  V-25,  all  before  “INT  Los  An¬ 
geles  261*”  is  deleted  and  “From  Mis¬ 
sion  Bay,  Calif.,  via  Los  Angeles. 
Calif,;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

Under  V-201,  all  before  “Palmdale, 
Calif.”  is  deleted  and  "From  Los  Ange¬ 
les,  Calif.,  to”  is  substituted  therefor. 

Under  V-208,  all  before  “Oceanside, 
Calif.;”  is  deleted  and  “From  Santa 
Catalina,  Calif.,  via”  is  substituted 
therefor, 

(Se<s.  307(a),  313(a).  1110,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (30  U.S.C.  1348(a).  1354(a).  1510, 


Executive  Order  10854  (  24  FR  9565);  sec, 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  A(k  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(0):  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
d(x:ument  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  the  procedures  and  (S’ite- 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
implemented  by  interim  Department  of 
Transportation  Guidelines  (43  FR  9582; 
March  8. 1978). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1979. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 

IFR  Doc.  79-5854  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

[Airspace  Docket  Number  79-CE-2] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  POINT 
ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone — Offutt 
Air  Force  Base  Alteration  of  Transi¬ 
tion  Area — Omaha,  Nebr. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACrriON.  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  alters 
the  Omaha,  Nebraska  transition  area 
and  the  Offutt  Air  Force  Base  <X)ntrol 
zone  because  the  Offutt  VOR  was  de¬ 
commissioned  on  November  15.  1978. 
The  present  control  zone  and  transi¬ 
tion  area  are  designed  for  existing  ap¬ 
proaches,  including  a  VOR  Runway  30 
approach  to  Offutt  Air  Force  Base  uti¬ 
lizing  the  Offutt  VOR.  Therefore, 
those  portions  of  the  Offutt  control 
zone  and  of  the  Omaha  transition  area 
which  were  designated  to  protect  the 
VOR  Runway  30  approach  are  no 
longer  required. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  19,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Benny  J.  Kirk.  Airspace  Specialist, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch.  Air  Traffic  Division.  ACE- 
538,  FAA,  Central  Region,  601  East 
12th  Street.  Kansas  City.  Missouri 
64106,  Telephone  (816)  374-3408. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Subpart  F  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71.171) 
and  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
71.181)  is  to  alter  the  designations  of 
the  Offutt  Air  Force  Base  Control 
Zone  and  the  Omaha.  Nebraska  Tran¬ 
sition  Area.  The  present  control  zone 
and  transition  area  are  designed  for 
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existing  approaches,  including  a  VOR 
Runway  30  approach  to  Offutt  Air 
Force  Base  utilizing  the  Offutt  VOR. 
The  Offutt  VOR  was  decommissioned 
on  November  15,  1978.  Therefore, 
those  portions  of  the  Offutt  control 
zone  and  of  the  Omaha,  Nebraska 
Transition  Area  which  were  designat¬ 
ed  to  protect  the  VOR  Runway  30  ap¬ 
proach  are  no  longer  necessary.  Since 
this  action  is  relieving  in  nature, 
notice  and  public  procedure  under  5 
U.S.C.  553(b)  is  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  thirty  (30) 
days  after  its  publication. 

Accordingly,  Subpart  P,  §71.171  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CJFR  71.171)  as  republished  on  Janu¬ 
ary  2,  1979  (44  FR  353)  is  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  0901  G.m.t.,  April  19,  1979,  by 
altering  the  following  control  zone: 

OrroTT  AFB,  Nebr. 

Within  a  5.5  mile  radius  of  Offutt  Air 
Force  Base  (latitude  41°07'20"N.  longitude 
95-54  35"W). 

Additionally,  Subpart  G,  §  71.181,  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
cm  71.181)  as  republished  on  Janu¬ 
ary  2,  1979  (44  m  442),  is  amended, 
effective  0901  G.m.t.,  April  19,  1979,  by 
altering  the  following  transition  area: 

Omaha.  Nebr. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10-mile 
radius  of  Eppley  Field  (latitude  41‘18'00"N, 
longitude  95°53'35"W);  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Eppley  Field  ILS  localizer  south¬ 
east  course,  extending  from  the  10-mile 
radius  area  to  15  miles  southeast  of  the  air¬ 
port;  and  within  5  miles  northeast  and  8 
miles  southwest  of  the  Eppley  Field  ILS  lo¬ 
calizer  northwest  course,  extending  frqm 
the  10-mile  radius  area  to  12  miles  north¬ 
west  of  the  outer  marker;  within  an  8.5-mile 
radius  of  Offutt  AFB  (latitude  41°07'20"N, 
longitude  95°54'35''W);  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  41‘15'35"W.  longitude 
95°45'40  'W);  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Omaha  VORTAC  341*  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  area  to  the 
VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c).  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  sec.  11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.61).) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  considered  to  be  significant 
under  the  procedures  and  criteria  prescribed 
by  Executive  Order  12044  and  as  imple¬ 
mented  by  interim  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582;  March  8, 
1978). 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
February  13,  1979. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 
Director,  Central  Region. 

IFR  Doc.  79-5852  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-RM-30] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  VOR  Federal  Airway 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA).  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  alters 
V-134  by  terminating  the  airway  at 
HERLS  Intersection,  Colo.  Flight 
check  data  from  the  relocated  Denver. 
Colo.,  VOR  indicated  there  was  not 
sufficient  signal  to  support  V-134  seg¬ 
ment  between  HERLS  intersection 
and  Denver.  Therefore,  the  FAA  is 
amending  the  description  of  V-134  to 
reflect  this  change. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  1.  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20591;  telephone;  (202)  426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Subpart  C  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CPU  Part  71) 
is  to  alter  the  description  of  V-134  by 
terminating  the  airway  at  the  HERLS 
intersection,  Colo.  The  commissioning 
flight  check  of  the  relocated  Denver, 
Colo.,  VOR  indicated  that  the  en 
route  radial  signal  for  V-134  could  not 
be  approved  beyond  the  HERLS  inter¬ 
section,  therefore,  in  the  Interest  of 
flight  safety,  this  segment  has  been 
charted  as  unusable.  The  FAA  is 
amending  the  description  of  V-134  to 
reflect  this  change.  Subpart  C  of  Part 
71  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  2,  1979  (44  FR 
307).  Since  this  amendment  is  a  minor 
matter  on  which  the  public  would 
have  no  particular  desire  to  comment 
and  since  this  amendment  is  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  flight  safety,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary. 


Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CPU  Part  71) 
as  republished  (44  FR  307)  is  amend¬ 
ed,  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  as  follows: 

Under  V-134  “Grand  Junction, 
Colo.;  33  miles  12  AGL,  21  miles  127 


MSL,  16  miles  120  MSL,  123  miles  12 
AGL  to  Denver,  Colo.”  is  deleted  and 
“Grand  Junction.  Colo.;  33  miles  12 
AGL,  21  miles  127  MSL,  16  miles  120 
MSL.  34  miles  12  AGL,  to  INT  Grand 
Junction  075“  and  Kremmllng  203'  ra- 
dials.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a).  1354(a)):  sec.  6(0, 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  the  procedures  and  crite¬ 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
implemented  by  Interim  Department  of 
Transportation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582; 
March  8,  1978). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1979. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5856  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-80-55] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Designation  of  Temporary  Restricted 
Areas 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  These  amendments  des¬ 
ignate  six  temporary  restricted  areas 
in  the  vicinity  of  Camp  Lejeune,  N.C., 
to  contain  a  major  military  exercise 
May  12-22.  These  actions  provide  for 
the  safe  and  efficient  use  of  the  navi¬ 
gable  airspace  by  prohibiting  unau¬ 
thorized  flight  operations  of  nonparti¬ 
cipating  aircraft  within  the  joint  use 
restricted  airspace  during  the  times 
the  areas  are  in  use. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  19.  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Mr.  Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230),  Air¬ 
space  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  December  28,  1978,  the  FAA  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  Parts  71  and  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
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Parts  71  and  73)  to  designate  six  tem¬ 
porary  restricted  areas  in  the  vicinity 
of  Camp  Lejeune.  N.C..  to  contain  a 
major  military  joint  readiness  exercise 
and  to  designate  controlled  airspace 
for  those  areas  that  penetrate  the 
Continental  Control  Area  (43  FH 
60579,  44  PR  5151).  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  proceeding  by  submitting  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  the  proposal  to  the 
FAA.  The  comment  received  expressed 
no  objection  to  the  proposal.  Section 
71.151  of  Part  71  and  §  73.53  of  Part  73 
were  republished  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  January  2.  1979,  (44  FR  344, 
705). 

The  Rule 

These  amendments  to  Parts  71  and 
73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Parts  71  and  73)  designate  as 
temporary  controlled  and  special  use 
airspace  the  areas  identified  as  R- 
5315A.  R-5315B.  R-5315C,  R-5315D, 
R-5315E.  and  R-5315F  to  contain  a 
major  military  joint  readiness  exer¬ 
cise.  These  actions  provide  for  the  safe 
and  efficient  use  of  the  navigable  air¬ 
space  by  prohibiting  unauthorized 
flight  operations  of  nonparticipating 
aircraft  within  the  joint  use  restricted 
airspace  during  the  times  the  areas  are 
in  use.  However,  provisions  are  made 
for  authorized  flight  operations  of 
nonparticipating  aircraft  within  the 
areas  under  specific  circumstances. 
The  Commander  in  Chief,  Atlantic 
(CINCLANT)  has  advised  that  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Act  have  been  met. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71 
and  73)  as  republished  (44  FR  344, 
705)  are  amended,  effective  0901 
GMT,  April  19, 1979,  as  follows: 

In  §  71.151  (44  FR  344),  the  following 
temporary  restricted  areas  are  added 
for  the  duration  of  their  time  of  desig¬ 
nation  from  0001,  May  12,  1979,  to 
0001,  local  time.  May  22, 1979: 

R-5315A  Lejeune.  N.C. 

R-5315C  Lejeune.  N.C. 

R-5315D  Lejeune.  N.C. 

In  §  73.53  (44  FR  705),  the  following 
temporary  restricted  areas  are  added: 

R-5315A  Lejeune,  N.C. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  35’15'00"  N., 
Long.  77*30  00  "  W.;  to  Lat.  34“57’00  "  N.. 
Long.  77*02'45 '  W.;  to  Lat.  34“49'30 '  N., 
Long.  77*10  00  "  W.;  to  Lat.  34*44"50""  N.. 
Long.  77”14"40""  W.;  to  Lat.  34“39'10""  N.. 
Long.  77*20"50""  W.;  to  Lat.  34*40'20""  N.. 
Long.  77”22  12"  W.;  to  Lat.  34*3812"  N., 

Long.  77*26  00  "  W.;  to  Lat.  34  36  05"'  N., 

Long.  77*26  08  "  W.;  to  Lat.  34*33  00  "  N.. 

Long.  77*19  00  "  W.;  to  Lat.  34*30  20  "  N., 

Long.  77°15'50"  W.;  thence  southwest  3 
NM  from  and  parallel  to  the  shoreline  to 
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Lat.  34*21'35  "  N.,  Long.  77*32'30"  W.:  to 

Lat.  34*26'30"  N.,  Long.  77*4000  "  W.;  to 

Lat.  34*42  30  "  N..  Long.  77*23  00  "  W.;  to 

Lat.  34*5500"  N.,  Long.  77*35'30"  W.; 
thence  to  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  but  not  in¬ 
cluding  FL  180. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent.  0001, 
May  12,  1979,  to  0001,  local  time.  May  22, 
1979. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  United  States  Atlantic  Com¬ 
mand,  Norfolk,  Va. 

R-5315B  Lejeune,  N.C. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  34*51’00"  N.. 
Long.  77*05'30 "  W.;  to  Lat.  34*42  00  "  N.. 

Long.  76’54'45  "  W.:  to  Lat.  34*4150"  N.. 

Long.  76*56'20"  W.;  to  Lat.  34*37  30  "  N.. 

Long.  76°56'20"  W.;  thence  southwest  3 

NM  from  and  parallel  to  the  shoreline  to 
Lat.  34*34'30"  N.,  Long.  77*09  00  "  W.;  to 
Lat.  34*44'50'  N..  Long.  77*14  40"  W.;  to 
Lat.  34*49'30"  N..  Long.  77*10  00"  W.; 
thence  to  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  but  not  in¬ 
cluding  1,200  feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent.  0001, 
May  12,  1979.  to  0001,  local  time.  May  22, 
1979. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Washington  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  United  States  Atlantic  Com¬ 
mand.  Norfolk.  Va. 

R-5315C  Lejeune.  N.C. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  34*57  00"  N.. 
Long.  77*02'45"  W.;  to  Lat.  34"38'30 "  N.. 
Long.  76*4300"  W.;  thence  west  3  NM 
from  and  parallel  to  the  shoreline  to  Lat. 
34“37'30 "  N..  Long.  76*56  20 "  W.;  to  Lat. 

34*41'50  "  N..  Long.  76“56'20  "  W.:  to  Lat. 

34*42  00  "  N..  Long.  76*54'45  "  W.;  to  Lat. 

34*51 00"  N..  Long.  77*05'30"  W.;  to  Lat. 

34*49  30"  N..  Long.  77*10  00'  W.;  thence  to 
point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  4.000  feet  MSL  to  but 
not  including  FL  180. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent,  0001, 
May  12.  1979,  to  0001,  local  time.  May  22, 
1979. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Washington  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  United  States  Atlantic  Com¬ 
mand,  Norfolk,  Va. 

R-5315D  Lejeune,  N.C. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  35*15  00"  N., 

Long.  77*30  00 "  W.;  to  Lat.  35*43'50"  N.. 

Long.  76”35’30  "  W.;  to  Lat.  35*38'55  "  N.. 

Long.  76*0100"  W.;  to  Lat.  35*36  45  "  N.. 

Long.  76”01'20'"  W.;  to  Lat.  35*18  15"  N.. 

Long.  76*16  40"'  W.;  to  Lat.  35*23  15"  N.. 

Long.  76°34'40 "  W.;  to  Lat.  35"08'00 "  N.. 
Long.  76*51  "20  "  W.;  to  Lat.  35*03  00  "  N., 

Long.  76*57  00  "  W.;  to  Lat.  34*57  00  "  N., 

Long.  77“02'45"  W.;  thence  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  10,000  feet  MSL  to  but 
not  including  FL  180. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent,  0001, 
May  12,  1979,  to  0001,  local  time.  May  22, 
1979. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  United  States  Atlantic  Com¬ 
mand,  Norfolk,  Va. 
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R-5315E  Lejeune,  N.C. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  35*54'50"  N., 

Long.  76*3310  "  W.;  to  Lat.  35*6125""  N„ 

Long.  76“10'05"’  W.;  to  Lat.  35*40  25  "  N., 

Long.  76*12  25  "  W.;  to  Lat.  35*43'50"'  N., 

Long.  76*35'30"  W.;  thence  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  6,000  feet  MSL  to  and 
including'14,000  feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent.  0001. 
May  12.  1979,  to  0001,  local  time.  May  22. 
1979. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Washington  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  United  States  Atlantic  Com¬ 
mand,  Norfolk.  Va. 

R-5315F  Lejeune,  N.C. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  35*51'25"  N.. 

Long.  76*10  05"  W.;  to  Lat.  35"50'20'  N.. 

Long.  76°02'30 ■"  W.:  to  Lat.  35*39  20 "  N.. 

Long.  76*0500""  W.;  to  Lat.  35°40'25"'  N.. 

Long.  76*12'25"  W.:  thence  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  10,000  feet  MSL  to 
and  including  14.000  feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent,  0001, 
May  12,  1979,  to  0001,  local  time.  May  22, 
1979. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Waishington  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  United  States  Atlantic  Com¬ 
mand,  Norfolk.  Va. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a).  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)): 
Sec.  6(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  the  procedures  and  crite¬ 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
implemented  by  interim  Department  of 
"Transportation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582: 
March  8.  1978). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1979. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
(FR  Doc.  79-5857  Filed  2-28-79:  8:45  am) 


[4910-13-M] 

[Airspace  Docket  Number  78-CE-31] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  POINT 
ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area — 
Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACrriON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  this  feder¬ 
al  action  is  to  alter  the  700-foot  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Jefferson  City,  Missouri  to 
provide  additional  controlled  airspace 
for  aircraft  executing  a  new  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedure  to  Runway 
30  at  the  Jefferson  City  Municipal  Air¬ 
port,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri,  utilizing 
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the  Jefferson  City  localizer  as  an  ap¬ 
proach  aid.  The  intended  effect  of  this 
action  is  to  ensure  segregation  of  air¬ 
craft  using  the  new  approach  proce¬ 
dure  under  Instrument  Flight  Rules 
(im)  and  other  aircraft  operating 
under  Visual  Flight  Rules  (VFR). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  AprU  19.  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Dwaine  E.  Hiland,  Airspace  Special¬ 
ist,  Operations,  Procedures  and  Air¬ 
space  Branch.  Air  Traffic  Division, 
ACE-537,  FAA,  Central  Region,  601 
East  12th  Street.  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri  64106,  Telephone  (816)  374- 
3408. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
to  Runway  30  at  the  Jefferson  City, 
Missouri  Municipal  Airport  is  being  es¬ 
tablished  utilizing  the  Jefferson  City 
localizer  as  an  approach  aid.  The  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  new  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedure  based  on  this  ap¬ 
proach  aid  entails  the  alteration  of  the 
transition  area  at  Jefferson  City,  Mis¬ 
souri  at  and  above  700  feet  above  the 
groimd  (AGL)  within  which  aircraft 
are  provided  air  traffic  control  service. 
The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
ensure  segregation  of  aircraft  using 
the  new  approach  procedure  under  In¬ 
strument  Flight  Rules  (IFR)  and 
other  aircraft  operating  under  Visual 
Flight  Rules  (VTO). 

Discussion  of  Comments 

On  pages  58828  and  58829  of  the 
Federal  Register  dated  December  18, 
1978,  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  published  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  which  would  amend  Sec¬ 
tion  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
transition  area  at  Jefferson  City,  Mis¬ 
souri.  Interested  persons  were  invited 
to  participate  in  this  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding  by  submitting  written  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA.  No 
objections  were  received  as  a  result  of 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making. 

Accordingly.  Subpart  G,  §71.181  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  71.181)  as  republished  on  Janu¬ 
ary  2,  1979  (44  FR  442)  is  amended  ef¬ 
fective  0901  GMT,  April  19.  1979,  by 
altering  the  following  transition  area: 

Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mile 
radius  of  the  Jefferson  City  Memorial  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  38°35'33"N,  longitude 
02°09'39'’W)  and  within  4.5  miles  south  and 
5  miles  north  of  the  123°  bearing  from  the 
Jefferson  City  RBN  facility  (latitude 
38°33  20"N.  longitude  92°04'40  "W)  extending 
from  the  8-mile  radius  to  15.5  miles  south/ 
southeast  of  the  Jefferson  City  RBN  facili¬ 
ty. 


(Sec.  30T(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C  1348):  sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  §  11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.61).) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  considered  to  be  significant 
under  the  procedures  and  criteria  prescribed 
by  Executive  Order  12044  and  as  imple¬ 
mented  by  interim  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582;  March  8. 
1978). 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
February  13,  1979. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 
Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5892  Filed  2  28-79;  8:45  ami 


[4910-13-M] 

[Airspace  Docket  Number  78-CE-301 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  POINT 
ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area,  Spirit 
Lake,  Iowa 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  this  Feder¬ 
al  action  is  to  alter  the  existing  transi¬ 
tion  area  at  Spirit  Lake.  Iowa  to  pro¬ 
vide  additional  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  a  new  instrument 
approach  procedure  to  Runway  34  at 
the  Spirit  Lake,  Iowa  Municipal  Air- 
txtrt  which  is  based  on  the  Spirit  Lake 
Non-Directional  Radio  Beacon  (NDB), 
a  navigational  aid.  The  intended  effect 
of  this  action  is  to  ensure  segregation 
of  aircraft  using  the  new  approach 
procedure  under  Instrument  Flight 
Rules  (IFR)  and  other  aircraft  operat¬ 
ing  under  Visual  Flight  Rules  (VFR). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  19,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Dwaine  E.  Hiland.  Airspace  Special¬ 
ist,  Operations,  Procedures  and  Air¬ 
space  Branch.  Air  Traffic  Division, 
ACE-537,  FAA,  Central  Region,  601 
East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri  64106,  Telephone  (816)  374- 
3408. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Subpart  G,  §  71.181  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71.181)  is 
to  alter  the  700  foot  transition  area  at 
Spirit.  Lake.  Iowa  to  enhance  airport 
usage  by  providing  additional  ap¬ 
proach  capability  to  Runway  34  at  the 
Spirit  Lake.  Iowa  Municipal  Airport 
utilizing  the  Spirit  Lake  NDB,  a  navi¬ 
gational  aid.  The  establishment  of  an 


instrument  approach  procedure  based 
on  this  navigational  aid  entails  alter¬ 
ation  of  the  transition  area  at  Spirit 
Lake,  Iowa  at  and  above  700  feet  above 
ground  level  (AGL)  within  which  air¬ 
craft  are  provided  additional  air  traffic 
control  service.  The  intended  effect  of 
this  action  is  to  ensure  segregation  of 
aircraft  using  the  new  approach  proce¬ 
dure  under  Instrument  Plight  Rules 
(IFR)  and  other  aircraft  operating 
under  Visual  Flight  Rules  (VFR). 

Discussion  of  Comments 

On  pages  60175  and  60176  of  the 
Federal  Register,  dated  December  26, 
1978,  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  published  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  which  would  amend 
§71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  so  as  to  alter  the 
transition  area  at  Spirit  Lake,  Iowa. 
Interested  persons  were  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rule  making  proceeding 
by  submitting  written  comments  on 
the  proposal  to  the  FAA.  No  objec¬ 
tions  were  received  as  a  result  of  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making. 

A(x;ordingly,  Subpart  G,  §71.181  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  71.181)  as  republished  on  Janu¬ 
ary  2,  1979  (44  FR  442)  is  amended,  ef¬ 
fective  0901  GMT  April  19.  1979,  by  al¬ 
tering  the  following  transition  area: 

Spirit  Lake,  Iowa 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5.5  statute 
mile  radius  of  Spirit  Lake  Municipal  airport 
(latitude  43°23'05  'N.  longitude  95°08  10  W); 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  353°  bearing 
from  Spirit  Lake  Municipal  Airport  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5.5  mile  radius  to  8  miles  north 
of  the  airport;  within  3  miles  each  side  of 
the  158°  bearing  from  the  Spirit  Lake  Air¬ 
port,  extending  from  the  5.5  mile  radius  to  8 
miles  southeast  of  the  Spirit  Lake  Airport, 
excluding  that  portion  of  the  Milford,  Iowa 
transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348);  Sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  Sec.  11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.61).) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  consider^  to  be  significant 
under  the  procedures  and  criteria  prescribed 
by  Executive  Order  12044  and  as  imple¬ 
mented  by  interim  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582;  March  8, 
1978). 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
February  15,  1979. 

C,  R.  Melugin,  Jr.. 

Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5893  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[4910-13-M] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-WE-22] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Change  of  Using  Agency 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  changes 
the  name  of  the  using  agency  for  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  R-4811.  Hawthorne, 
Nev.,  from  Commanding  Officer, 
Naval  Ammunition  Depot,  Hawthorne, 
Nev.,  to  Commander,  Hawthorne 
Army  Ammunition  Plant,  Hawthorne, 
Nev.  The  U.S,  Army  request^  this 
change  to  reflect  the  current  name  of 
the  using  agency. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  19.  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division.  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20591:  telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 

The  Rule 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Subpart  B  of  Part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73) 
is  to  amend  the  name  of  the  using 
agency  for  Restricted  Area  R-4811, 
Hawthorne,  Nev.  The  U.S.  Army  has 
requested  this  amendment  and  the 
FAA  concurs,  and  such  action  is  taken 
herein.  Subpart  B  of  Part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  was  re¬ 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  2.  1979,  (44  FR  700).  Since 
this  amendment  is  a  minor  matter  on 
which  the  public  would  have  no  partic¬ 
ular  desire  to  comment,  notice  and 
public  procedure  are  unnecessary. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Section  B  of  Part  73  of  the  Feder- 
ai  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
73)  as  republished  (44  FR  700)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  April 
19.  1979,  as  follows: 

Under  R-4811  Hawthorne,  Nev. 
“Using  agency.  Commanding  Officer, 
Naval  Ammunition  Depot.  Hawthorne, 
Nev.”  is  deleted  and  “Using  agency. 
Commander,  Hawthorne  Army  Ammu¬ 
nition  Plant.  Hawthorne,  Nev.”  is  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  UB.C.  1348(a).  1354(a)):  sec.  6(c). 
Department  of  ITansportatlon  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(C)):  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
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significant  under  the  procedures  and  crite¬ 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
implemented  by  interim  Department  of 
Transportation  guidelines  .(43  FR  9582; 
March  8. 1978). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  21, 1979. 

William  E.  Broadwater. 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

IFR  Doc.  79-5847  Filed  2-28-79:  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-EA-351 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 

Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  alters 
the  Fort  Dix,  N.J.,  Restricted  Area,  R- 
500 IB,  by  expanding  the  area  approxi¬ 
mately  one  square  mile  to  the  south¬ 
east.  This  action  provides  special  use 
airspace  for  the  U.S.  Army  to  use  the 
three  new  artillery  firing  ranges  re¬ 
cently  established. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  AprU  19,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still.  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  December  4,  1978,  the  FAA  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  Part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73) 
that  would  alter  the  Port  Dix,  N.J., 
Restricted  Areas.  R-5001A  and  R- 
500 IB  by  expanding  the  area  to  the 
southeast  approximately  one  square 
mile  (43  FR  56680).  The  additional  air¬ 
space  will  provide  the  area  required  by 
the  U.S.  Army  to  establish  three  new 
artillery  ranges.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  proceeding  by  submitting  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposal  to  the  FAA. 
One  comment  was  received  stating  no 
objection  to  the  proposal.  This  amend¬ 
ment  is  the  same  as  that  proposed  in 
the  notice.  Section  73.50  was  repub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  2.  1979  (44  FR  702). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  Part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  73)  alters  the  Port  Dix,  N,J.,  Re¬ 
stricted  Areas  R-SOOIA  and  R-5001B 
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by  expanding  the  area  to  the  south¬ 
east  approximately  one  square  mile. 
The  current  designated  altitudes  will 
remain  the  same.  This  alteration  will 
be  within  the  boundaries  of  Fort  Dix 
and  will  make  the  boundary  easily  de¬ 
finable  to  aircraft  operating  under 
VFR  conditions.  At  the  present  time, 
the  number  and  location  of  usable 
firing  points  at  Fort  Dix  are  inad¬ 
equate  to  support  artillery  training  re¬ 
quirements.  The  additional  airspace 
will  provide  the  area  required  to  estab¬ 
lish  three  new  artillery  ranges.  The 
U.S.  Army  has  advised  they  have  com¬ 
plied  with  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  §73.50  of  Part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73) 
as  republished  (44  FR  702)  is  amend¬ 
ed,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  April  19, 
1979,  is  redescribed  as  follows: 

Under  R-5001  Fort  Dix.  N.J..  Subarea  A 

Boundaries,  “to  Lat.  39'’58'00"N..  Long. 

74"25'00"W.;  to  Lat.  39°5845  N..  Long. 

74°28'00''W.;”  is  deleted  and  “to  Lat. 

39"58'00"N.,  Long.  74“2500'W.:  to  Lat. 

39"57'30"N..  Long.  74“25'17"W.;  to  Lat. 

39°57-23''N.,  Long.  74’25'50"W.;  to  Lat. 

39-58’45"N..  Long.  74“28  00 "W.;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

Subarea  B  Boundaries,  “to  Lat.  39'’58'00"N.. 

Long.  74°2500"W.:  to  Lat.  39°58'45  'N., 

Long  74’28'00"W.;"  is  deleted  and  “to  Lat. 

39”58'00"N.,  Long.  74“25'00'  W.;  to  Lat. 

39'57'30"N.,  Long.  74“2517''W.;  to  Lat. 

39“5723"N..  Long.  74°25'50"W.:  to  Lat. 

39°58  45  "N..  Long.  74”28'00''W.;”  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a).  313(a).  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a).  1354(a));  sec.  6(c). 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(C));  14  CFR  11.69.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  the  procedures  and  crite¬ 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
implemented  by  interim  Department  of 
Transportation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582; 
March  8,  1978). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1979. 

William  E.  Broadwater. 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Tr^fic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5855  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[4910-13-M] 

[Docket  No.  18733,  Arndt.  No.  11311 

SUBCHAmR  F— AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL 
OPERATING  RULES 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (PAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  estab¬ 
lishes,  amends,  suspends,  or  revokes 
Standard  Instrument  Approach  Proce¬ 
dures  (SIAPs)  for  operations  at  certain 
airports.  These  regulatory  actions  are 
needed  because  of  the  adoption  of  new 
or  revised  criteria,  or  because  of 
changes  occurring  in  the  National  Air¬ 
space  System,  such  as  the  commission¬ 
ing  of  new  navigational  facilities,  addi¬ 
tion  of  new  obstacles,  or  changes  in  air 
traffic  requirements.  These  changes 
are  designed  to  provide  safe  and  effi¬ 
cient  use  of  the  navigable  airspace  and 
to  promote  safe  flight  operations 
under  instrument  flight  rules  at  the 
affected  airports. 

DATES:  An  effective  date  for  each 
SIAP  is  specified  in  the  amendatory 
provisions. 

ADDRESSES:  Availability  of  matters 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination— 

1.  PAA  Rules  Docket,  PAA  Head¬ 
quarters  Building,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 

2.  The  PAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located;  or 

3.  The  Flight  Inspection  Reid  Office 
which  originated  the  SIAP. 

For  Purchase- 

Individual  SIAP  copies  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from: 

1.  PAA  Public  Information  Center 
(APA-430),  PAA  Headquarters  Build¬ 
ing,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591;  or 

2.  The  PAA  Regional  Office  of  the 
region  in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located. 

By  Subscription— 

Copies  of  all  SIAPs,  mailed  once 
every  2  weeks,  may  be  ordered  from 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20402.  The  annual  sub¬ 
scription  price  is  $135.00. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

William  L.  Bersch,  Flight  I*roce- 
dures  and  Airspace  Branch  (AFS- 
730),  Aircraft  Programs  Division, 
Flight  Standards  Service,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW..  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC.  20591;  telephone  (202) 
426-8277. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  C7FR 
Part  97)  prescribes  new,  amended,  sus¬ 
pended,  or  revoked  Standard  Instru¬ 
ment  Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs). 
The  complete  regulatory  description 
of  each  SIAP  is  contained  in  official 
F.AA  form  documents  which  are  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  under  5  U.S.C.  §  552(a),  1  CFR 
Part  51,  and  §  97.20  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (FARs).  The  appli¬ 
cable  PAA  Forms  are  identified  as 
FAA  Forms  8260-3,  8260-4  and  8260-5. 
Materials  incorporated  by  reference 
are  available  for  examination  or  pur¬ 
chase  as  stated  above. 

The  large  number  of  SIAPs,  their 
complex  nature,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regulatory  text 
of  the  SIAPs  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
depiction  on  charts  printed  by  publish¬ 
ers  of  aeronautical  materials.  Thus, 
the  advantages  of  incorporation  by 
reference  are  realized  and  publication 
of  the  complete  description  of  each 
SIAP  contained  in  PAA  form  docu¬ 
ment  is  unnecessary.  The  provisions  of 
this  amendment  state  the  affected 
CFR  (and  FAR)  sections,  with  the 
types  and  effective  dates  of  the  SIAI*s, 
This  amendment  also  identifies  the 
airport,  its  location,  the  procedure 
identification  and  the  amendment 
number. 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  is  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  date  of  publication  and 
contains  separate  SIAF|s  which  have 
compliance  dates  stated  as  effective 
dates  based  on  related  change.s  in  the 
National  Airspace  System  or  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  new  or  revised  criteria.  Some 
SIAP  amendments  may  have  been  pre¬ 
viously  issued  by  the  FAA  in  a  Nation¬ 
al  Flight  Data  Center  (FDC)  Notice  to 
Airmen  (NOT AM)  as  an  emergency 
action  of  immediate  flight  safety  relat¬ 
ing  directly  to  published  aeronautical 
charts.  The  circumstances  which  cre¬ 
ated  the  need  for  some  SIAP  amend¬ 
ments  may  require  making  them  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days.  For  the  re¬ 
maining  SIAPs.  an  effective  date  at 
least  30  days  after  publication  is  pro¬ 
vided. 

Further,  the  SIAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 
contained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Approach  Proce¬ 
dures  (TERPs).  In  developing  these 
SIAPs,  the  TERPs  criteria  were  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  conditions  existing  or  an¬ 
ticipated  at  the  affected  airports.  Be¬ 
cause  of  the  close  and  immediate  rela¬ 
tionship  between  these  SIAPs  and 
safety  in  air  commerce,  I  find  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  before 
adopting  these  SIAPs  is  unnecessary. 


impracticable,  or  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  and,  where  applicable, 
that  good  cause  exists  for  making 
some  SIAI*s  effective  in  less  than  30 
days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me.  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  97)  is  amended  by  establishing, 
amending,  suspending,  or  revoking 
Standard  Instrument  Approach  Proce¬ 
dures,  effective  at  0901  G.m.t.  on  the 
dates  specified,  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §97,23  VOR-VOR/ 
DME  SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

•  •  •  Effective  May  3, 1979: 

Bermuda  Dunes,  CA— Bermuda  Dunes, 
VOR  Rwy  29,  Original 
Clovis,  NM— Clovis  Muni,  VOR  Rwy  21, 
Original 

Clovis,  NM— CHovis  Muni,  VOR-A,  Original, 
cancelled 

•  •  *  Effective  April  19,  1979: 

Oklahoma  City.  OK— Will  Rogers  World, 
VOR  Rwyl2.  Amdt.l« 

Wichita  Palls,  TX— Sheppard  AFB/Wichita 
Palls  Muni,  VOR-A.  Arndt.  10 

•  •  •  Effective  April  5, 1979: 

Moultrie,  GA— Moultrie  Municipal,  VOR 
Rwy  4,  Arndt.  9 

Moultrie,  GA— Moultrie  Municipal,  VOR 
Rwy  22.  Arndt.  7 

Olathe,  KS— Johnson  County  Industrial, 
VOR-A.  Arndt.  1 

Glasgow.  KY— Glasgow  Muni.  VOR/DME 
Rwy  7,  Original 

Sanford.  ME— Sanford  Muni,  VOR  Rwy  25, 
Arndt.  9 

Detroit.  Ml-WUlow  Run.  VOR  Rwy  5R. 
Arndt.  6 

Detroit.  Ml-Willow  Run,  VOR  Rwy  23L. 
Arndt.  3 

Minneapolis,  MN— Anoka  County-Blaine 
Arpt  (Janes  Pield),  VOR  Rwy  8,  Arndt.  7 
Omaha,  NE— Ei)pley  Airfield,  VOR  Rwy 
32L.  Arndt.  6 

Lovelock,  NV— Derby  Pield,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  1,  Original 

Lovelock.  NV— Derby  Pield,  VOR-A,  Amdt. 
1 

Charlotte,  NC— Douglas  Muni,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  18L,  Amdt.  2 

Giddings,  TX— Giddings-Lee  County.  VOR/ 
DME-A,  Original 

Houston,  TX-WUliam  P.  Hobby.  VOR/ 
DME  2  Rwy  31.  Amdt.  1 
Seattle,  WA-Seattle-Tacoma  Int‘1,  VOR 
Rwy  ISL/R,  Amdt.  8 

Superior.  Wl— Richard  I.  Bong,  VOR  Rwy 
13.  Amdt.  2 

•  •  •  Effective  March  22.  1979: 

Torrance,  CA— Torrance  Muni,  VOR  Rwy 
IIL,  Amdt.  12 

Brunswick,  GA— Glynco  Jetport,  VOR/ 
DME-B,  Amdt.  2 

Hiu-on,  SD— Huron  Regional.  VOR  Rwy  12, 
Amdt.  17 

Moab.  UT— Canyonlands  Pield,  VOR-A, 
Amdt.  5 

Moab,  UT— Canyonlands  Pield,  VOR/DME, 
Rwy  33,  Original 

2.  By  amending  §97.25  SDF-LOC- 
LDA  SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 
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•  •  •  Effective  April  19, 1979: 

Chicago,  n.— Chicago  Midway,  LOC  Rwy 
31L,  Arndt.  6 

Oklahoma  City,  OK— Will  Rogers  World, 
LOC  BC  Rwy  35L,  Arndt.  3 
Wichita  Falls,  TX— Sheppard  AFB/Wichita 
Falls  Muni,  LOC  BC  Rwy  15R,  Arndt.  8 

•  •  *  Effective  April  5. 1979: 

Waterloo.  lA— Waterloo  Muni.  LOC  BC 
Rwy  30,  Amdt.  5 

New  Orleans,  LA— New  Orleans  Internation¬ 
al  (Moisant  Field),  LOC  BC  Rwy  19, 
Amdt.  5 

Detroit,  MI— Willow  Run,  LOC  BC  Rwy 
23L,  Amdt.  5 

Corpus  Christ!,  TX— Corpus  Christ!  Int’l, 
LOC  BC  Rwy  3-1,  Amdt.  7 
Seattle,  WA— Boeing  Field/King  County 
Int’l,  LOC  BC  Rwy  31L.  Amdt.  7 

•  •  •  Effective  March  22.  1979: 

Torrance,  CA— Torrance  Muni,  LOC  Rwy 
29R,  Amdt.  3 

Huron,  SD— Huron  Regional  LOC/DME  BC 
Rwy  30,  Amdt.  4 

3,  By  amending  §  97.27  NDB/ADP 
SlAPs  identified  as  follows: 

•  •  •  Effective  April  19,  1979: 

Chicago,  Hr— Chicago  Midway,  NDB  RaT 
4R.  Amdt.  8 

Chicago,  IL— Chicago  Midway,  NDB  Rwy 
13R.  Amdt.  6 

Chicago,  IL— Chicago  Midway.  NDB  Rwy 
31L,  Amdt.  5 

Oklahoma  City,  OK— Will  Rogers  World. 

NDB  Rwy  17R.  Amdt.  17 
Oklahoma  City,  OK— Will  Rogers  World, 
NDB  Rwy  35L,  Amdt.  6 
Wichita  Falls,  TX-Sheppard  AFB/Wichita 
Falls  Muni.  NDB  Rwy  33L.  Amdt.  8 
Sturgeon  Bay,  WI— Door  County  Cherry- 
land.  NDB  Rwy  1.  Amdt.  3 

•  •  •  Effective  April  5,. 1979: 

Birmingham  AL— Birmingham  Municipal. 
NDB  Rwy  5,  Amdt.  25 

Detroit,  MI— Willow  Run,  NDB  Rwy  6R, 
Amdt.  4 

Wayne.  NE— Wayne  Muni,  NDB  Rwy  22, 
Amdt.  1 

Beaufort,  NC— Beaufort-Morehead  City. 
NDB  Rwy  14,  Amdt.  2 

Beaufort,  NC— Beaufort-Morehead  City. 
NDB  Rwy  21,  Amdt.  2 

Monroe,  NC— Monroe  Municipal,  NDB  Rwy 
23,  Amdt.  1 

Allentown,  PA— AUentown-Bethlehem- 
Easton,  NDB  Rwy  6.  Amdt.  15 
Beaumont/Port  Arthur,  'TX— Jefferson 
County,  NDB  Rwy  11,  Amdt.  13 
Corpus  Chrlsti,  TX— Corpus  Christ!  Int’l. 

NDB  Rwy  13.  Amdt.  19 
Seattle,  WA— Boeing  Field-King  County 
Int’l,  NDB-A,  Amdt.  5 

Seattle,  WA— Boeing  Field-King  County 
Int’l,  NDB-B,  Amdt.  5 

Seattle,  WA— Seattle-Tacoma  Int’l,  NDB 
Rwy  16L/R.  Amdt.  3 

•  •  •  Effective  March  22,  1979: 

Brunswick,  GA— Glynco  Jetport,  NDB  Rwy 
7,  Amdt.  4 

Huron,  SD— Huron  Regional,  NDB  Rwy  12, 
Amdt.  16 

Lewisburg,  WV— Greenbrier  Valley,  NDB 
Rwy  4,  Original 

Lewisburg.  WV— Greenbrier  VaJley,  NDB 
Rwy  4,  Amdt.  4,  cancelled 
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4.  By  amending  §  97.29  ILS-MLS 
SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

•  •  •  Effective  April  19. 1979: 

Chicago,  IL— Chicago  Midway,  ILS  Rwy  4R, 
Amdt.  5 

Chicago,  IL— Chicago  Midway,  IU3  Rwy 
13R.  Amdt.  33 

Oklahoma  City,  OK— Will  Rogers  World, 
ILS  Rwy  ITR,  Amdt.  3 

Wichita  Falls.  TX-Sheppard  AFB/Wichita 
Falls  Muni,  ILS  Rwy  33L,  Amdt.  10 

•  •  •  Effective  April  5. 1979: 

Birmingham  AL— Birmingham  Municipal. 
IDS  Rwy  5,  Amdt.  31 

Lewiston,  ID— Lewiston-Nez  Perce  County, 
HjS  Rwy  26,  Amdt.  7 

Detroit.  MI— Willow  Rim,  ILS  Rwy  5R, 
Amdt.  7 

Allentown.  PA— Allentown-Bethlehem- 

Easton,  ILS  Rwy  6,  Amdt.  21 
Beaumont-Port  Arthur,  TX— Jefferson 

County,  ILS  Rwy  11.  Amdt.  16 
Corpus  Christl,  "ra- Corpus  Christ!  Int’l, 
IDS  Rwy  13,  Amdt.  18 

Seattle,  WA— Boeing  Fleld/King  County 
Int’l,  ILS  Rwy  13R.  Amdt.  19 

•  •  •  Effective  March  22,  1979: 

Brunswick.  GA— Glynco  Jetport,  ILS  Rwy  7. 
Amdt.  2 

Huron,  SD— Huron  Regional,  ILS  Rwy  12. 
Amdt.  2 

Lewisburg,  WV— Greenbrier  Valley,  ILS 
Rwy  4.  Amdt.  3 

•  *  •  Effective  January  31, 1979: 

Denver,  CO— Stapleton  Int’l,  ILS  BC  Rwy 
8R.  Amdt.  7 

Denver,  CO— Stapleton  Inti,  ILS  Rwy  26L. 
Amdt.  41 

5.  By  amending  §97.31  RADAR 
SIAPs  identified  as  follows: 

•  •  •  Effective  April  19. 1979: 

Chicago,  IL— Chicago  Midway.  RADAR-1, 
Amdt.  21 

Oklahoma  City,  OK— Will  Rogers  World, 
RADAR-l,  Amdt.  16 

Wilmington,  NC— New  Hanover  County, 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  1 

6.  By  amending  §  97.33  RNAV  SIAPs 
identified  as  follows: 

Oklahoma  City,  OK-Will  Rogers  World. 
RNAV  Rwy  12,  Amdt.  2.  cancelled 

•  •  •  Effective  April  5, 1979: 

Moultrie,  GA— Moultrie  Municipal,  RNAV 
Rwy  22.  Amdt.  1 

Omaha.  NE-Eppley  Airfield,  RNAV  Rwy 
32L,  Amdt.  3 

Grove  City,  PA— Grove  City,  RNAV  Rwy  9, 
Original 

Grove  City,  PA— Grove  City,  RNAV  Rwy  27, 
Original 

(Secs.  307,  313(a).  601,  1110,  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348,  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1510);  sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  uAc.  1655(c)):  and 
14  CFR  11.49(b)(3).) 

Note:  The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  the  procedures  and  crite¬ 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
Implemented  by  interim  Department  of 
Transportation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582; 
March  8,  1978). 
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Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1979. 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief. 

Aircraft  Programs  Division. 

Note:  The  incorporation  by  reference  in 
the  preceding  document  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May 
12, 1969.  - 

[FR  Doc.  79-5848  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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TitI*  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  II— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  34-155721 

PART  241— INTERPRETATIVE  RE¬ 

LEASES  RELATING  TO  THE  SECURI¬ 
TIES  EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934  AND 
GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULA¬ 
TIONS  THEREUNDER 

Disclosure  in  Proxy  Statements  Con¬ 
taining  Certain  Sale  of  Assets 
Transactions 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Publication  of  staff  inter¬ 
pretations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Division  of  Corpora¬ 
tion  Finance  is  publishing  its  views 
and  practices  in  administering  the  ex¬ 
isting  disclosure  requirements  of  the 
proxy  rules  in  the  context  of  certain 
sale  of  assets  transactions.  Several 
proxy  statements  involving  novel, 
multi-step  sale  of  assets  transactions 
have  recently  been  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  In  view  of  concerns  that  have 
been  expressed  by  interested  share¬ 
holders  regarding  the  adequacy  of  dis¬ 
closure,  difficulties  encountered  in  the 
administrative  review  process  and  en¬ 
forcement  actions  which  have  been 
taken  as  a  result  of  faUure  to  comply 
with  the  existing  disclosure  require¬ 
ments  under  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  the  Commission  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  is  appropriate  for  the  Di¬ 
vision  of  Corporation  Finance  to  pro¬ 
vide  information  to  the  public  a^ut 
current  practices  and  guidance  to  issu¬ 
ers  in  fulfilling  their  disclosure  obliga¬ 
tions.  It  should  be  noted,  however, 
that  these  interpretations  are  not 
Commission  rules,  nor  do  they  bear 
the  Commission’s  approval.  The  re¬ 
lease  is  being  published  at  this  time  in 
order  to  promote  the  disclosure  under 
the  Commission’s  proxy  rules  of  mean¬ 
ingful  information  to  affected  share¬ 
holders.  In  appropriate  contexts,  how¬ 
ever,  the  views  expressed  in  the  re- 
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With  respect  to  certain  of  these 
transactions,  the  Commission  has  re¬ 
ceived  letters  from  concerned  share¬ 
holders  some  of  which  have  indicated 
that  they  believe  that  they  were  not 
provided  with  adequate  information 
with  which  to  make  an  informed 
voting  decision.  In  addition.  Commis¬ 
sion  inquiry  in  this  area  and  certain  of 
its  enforcement  actions  have  generat¬ 
ed  concerns  and  have  focused  public 
attention  on  such  transactions.''  In 
order  to  promote  the  disclosure  of 
meaningful  information  to  affected 
shareholders,  the  Commission  has  au¬ 
thorized  the  publication  of  a  release 
setting  forth  Division  views  and  prac¬ 
tices  in  administering  the  existing  dis¬ 
closure  requirements  of  the  proxy 
rules  in  the  context  of  these  transac¬ 
tions.  It  should  be  noted,  however, 
that  these  interpretations  are  not 
Commission  rules  and  have  not  been 
officially  approved  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 


lease  may  be  applicable  to  disclosures 
in  other  filings. 

DATE:  February  15,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Jennifer  Sullivan,  Division  of  Corpo¬ 
ration  Finance,  202-755-1750. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Recently,  a  number  of  proxy  state¬ 
ments  concerning  novel,  multi-step 
sale  of  assets  transactions  (“Sale  of 
Assets  Transactions”)  have  been  filed 
with  the  Commission.  Typically,  the 
transaction  involves  a  cash  sale  of  sub¬ 
stantially  all  of  the  assets  of  a  public 
company  (“Public  Seller”  or  “Seller”) 
to  another  company,  often  a  private 
company  not  otherwise  engaged  in  a 
trade  or  business  (the  “Purchaser”).* 
The  Purchaser  expects  to  continue  the 
business  of  the  Public  Seller  under  the 
Seller’s  name  and  hires  substantially 
all  of  the  Public  Seller’s  managers 
under  long-term  employment  arrange¬ 
ments  to  manage  the  business.  A  sig¬ 
nificant  percentage  of  the  purchase 
price  may  be  borrowed  by  the  Pur¬ 
chaser  and  if  so.  the  assets  purchased 
are  usually  directly  or  indirectly 
pledged  to  secure  repayment  of  the 
loan.  Although  the  Purchaser  assumes 
substantially  all  of  the  Public  Seller’s 
liabilities,  the  Public  Seller  may  never¬ 
theless  be  liable  if  those  liabilities  are 
not  discharged  by  the  Private  Pur¬ 
chaser  in  the  ordinary  course. 

In  some  cases,  the  sale  of  assets,  if 
approved,  may  be  followed  by  an 
issuer  tender  offer  by  the  Public  Seller 
to  repurchase  its  shares  for  cash  out 
of  the  proceeds  received  from  the 
sale.*  The  Public  Seller  proposes,  as 
part  of  the  transaction,  to  amend  its 
certificate  of  incorporation  to  change 
its  business  to  that  of  an  investment 
company.  The  proceeds  from  the  sale 
remaining  after  the  issuer  tender  offer 
is  completed  are  to  be  invested  in  tax- 
exempt  securities  or  preferred  and 
other  dividend  paying  stocks,  depend¬ 
ing  on  the  Public  Seller’s  status  for 


■Under  certain  circumstances,  the  trans¬ 
action  may  well  be  a  going  private  or  “Rule 
13e-3  transaction”  as  defined  in  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  14185  (Nov.  17. 
1977),  42  FR  60090  (Nov,  23,  1977),  which 
proposed  for  comment  certain  requirements 
and  disclosures  for  going  private  transac¬ 
tions.  See  In  the  Matter  of  Woods  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
15337  (Nov.  16.  1978).  The  Commission  ex¬ 
pects  in  the  near  future  to  take  action  with 
respect  to  its  pending  rule  proposals  con¬ 
cerning  going  private  transactions.  Any 
rules  adopted  may  require  specific  disclo¬ 
sures  in  addition  to  the  existing  proxy  dis¬ 
closure  requirements  discussed  herein. 

*See  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
14234  (Dec.  8,  1977).  42  FR  63069  (Dec.  14. 
1977),  which  proposed  for  comment  new 
Rule  13e-4  and  related  Schedule  13E-4  that 
would,  if  adopted,  impose  substantive  and 
disclosure  requirements  with  respect  to 
issuer  tender  and  exchange  offers. 


Federal  income  tax  purposes.  Another 
variation  involves  a  second  sale  of  the 
Public  Seller’s  assets  (which  after  the 
sale  of  assets  consist  solely  of  cash)  to 
a  tax  exempt  bond  fund.  The  Public 
Seller  is  dissolved  and  its  shareholders 
receive  shares  of  the  tax  exempt  fund. 

These  transactions  are  often  struc¬ 
tured  to  benefit  substantial  sharehold¬ 
ers  in  high  tax  brackets  whos6  shares 
have  a  low  tax  basis.  A  review  of  proxy 
statements  describing  these  transac¬ 
tions  indicates  that  in  many  instances, 
the  managers  of  the  Public  Sellers  or 
their  affiliates  have  had  significant 
equity  interests  with  a  low  tax  basis. 
These  persons  are  often  able  to  con¬ 
vert  their  equity  interests  on  a  tax- 
free  basis  into  an  interest  in  an  invest¬ 
ment  company  paying  regular  income. 
In  addition,  if  the  Public  Seller  is  able 
to  qualify  as  a  regulated  investment 
company  for  Federal  income  tax  pur¬ 
poses*  and  meets  certain  other  condi¬ 
tions  under  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,*  it  may  make  tax  free  distribu¬ 
tions  of  the  interest  earned  on  invest¬ 
ments  in  tax  exempt  securities.  Be¬ 
cause  the  Public  Seller’s  managers  are 
often  in  high  tax  brackets,  they  would 
significantly  benefit  from  receiving 
tax-free  distributions.  At  least  some  of 
the  managers  also  benefit  from  the 
transaction  because  they  receive  long¬ 
term  management  arrangements  with 
the  Purchaser,  some  of  which  may 
allow  the  managers  to  benefit  from 
any  increased  profitability  of  the  busi¬ 
ness  sold.  In  some  instances,  they  may 
also  receive  other  fees.  These  employ¬ 
ment  opportunities,  fee  arrangements 
and  tax  benefits  are  not  generally 
available  to  the  Seller’s  public  share¬ 
holders,  and  thus  create  a  (xinflict  of 
interest  on  the  part  of  the  managers 
negotiating  the  transaction,  including 
the  price,  such  that  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances,  the  highest  price  for  the 
Seller’s  assets  may  not  be  obtained. 

If  the  Public  Seller  becomes  a  closed 
end  envestment  company,  to  the 
extent  that  shareholders  elect  to 
tender  their  shares  there  will  be  a  re¬ 
duction  in  the  number  of  shares  out¬ 
standing  and  a  consequent  impact  on  a 
non-tendering  shareholder’s  ability  to 
later  sell  his  investment  company 
shares  in  the  market.* 


‘See  Section  851  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954,  as  amended. 

‘Id.,  at  Section  852. 

*  In  addition,  the  Seller’s  stock  may  be  in¬ 
eligible  for  trading  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  and,  in  some  instances,  the  Seller 
may  be  able  to  terminate  its  reporting  obli¬ 
gations  under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act. 
Securities  Exchange  Act  Section  12(g)(4).  15 
U.S.C.  781  (gK4):  Rule  12g-4.  17  CFR 
240.12g-4:  Rule  15d-6.  17  CFR  240.15d-6. 
These  effects  might,  under  certain  circum¬ 
stances,  render  the  transaction  a  proposed 
Rule  13e-3  transaction.  See  note  1,  supra. 
However,  in  connection  with  a  Sale  of 
Assets  Transaction,  the  Public  Seller  would 
generally  be  required  to  register  under  the 


Discussion 

The  following  discusses  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  certain  items  of  required  infor¬ 
mation  in  the  context  of  Sale  of  Assets 
’Transactions.  The  specific  items  dis¬ 
cussed  are  not  exclusive  and  do  not 
represent  an  exhaustive  summary  of 
information  required  in  proxy  state¬ 
ments  concerning  such  transactions. 
In  view  of  the  complexity  and  novelty 
of  such  transactions,  their  sigrnificance 
to  shareholders  and  the  conflicts  of  in¬ 
terest  which  may  be  involved,  meticu¬ 
lous  care  should  be  taken  to  assure 
that  shareholders  are  provided  with 
full  and  fair  disclosure  concerning  the 
transaction. 

A.  ACTUAL  AND  POTENTIAL  CONFLICTS  OF 
INTEREST 

The  Division  is  concerned  that  dis¬ 
closure  has  not  in  the  past  adequately 
highlighted  the  actual  and  potential 


Investment  Company  Act  of  1940,  and 
would  be  subject  to  reporting,  proxy  solici¬ 
tation  and  insider  trading  provisions  under 
that  Act.  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
Sections  20  and  30  15  U.S.C.  80a-20.  80a-29. 
The  Seller’s  registration  may  be  terminated 
by  the  Commission  on  application  or  on  its 
OW'D  motion  if  the  number  of  persons  who 
beneficially  own  the  Seller’s  securities 
(other  than  short-term  paper)  is  reduced  to 
one  hundred  or  less  and  it  does  not  at  that 
time  make  or  propose  to  make  a  public  of¬ 
fering  of  its  securities.  Id.,  at  Sections 
3(c)(1)  and  8(f).  15  U.S.C.  80a-3(cKl).  80a- 
8(f).  However,  most  Seller's  have  indicated 
that  they  expect,  and  would  desire  for  tax 
reasons,  to  continue  to  have  more  than  one 
hundred  shareholders  and  to  continue  to  be 
registered  under  that  Act.  See  Section  851 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as 
amended. 

'See,  e.g..  In  the  Matter  of  Woods  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
15337.  supra:  In  the  Matter  of  Spartek  Cor¬ 
poration;  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release 
No.  15567  (February  14.  1979). 
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conflicts  of  interest  presented  to  man¬ 
agement  or  its  affiliates  in  ti-ansac- 
tions  such  as  these,  which  are  struc¬ 
tured  in  part  to  accommodate  their 
tax  or  estate  needs  and  in  which  the 
FMarchaser  also  retains  the  manage¬ 
ment  under  long-term  employment  ar¬ 
rangements.*  Accordingly,  the  Division 
recommends  that  in  appropriate  cases 
a  Special  Factors  section  be  included 
in  the  forepart  of  the  proxy  state¬ 
ment.  The  Special  Factors  discussed 
might  include,  where  appropriate, 
items  such  as  the  following: 

(1)  Disclosure  that  the  principal 
shareholders  or  management  may 
have  actual  or  potential  conflicts  of  in¬ 
terest,  and  descriptions  of  such  con¬ 
flicts; 

(2)  Disclosure  of  the  sale  price  per 
share  compared  to  the  net  tangible 
book  value  per  share; 

(3)  Disclosure  that  the  Public  Seller 
may  remain  secondarily  liable  with  re¬ 
spect  to  liabilities  assumed; 

(4)  Disclosure  that  certain  officers 
and  directors  have  entered  into  long¬ 
term  employment  contracts' with  the 
Purchaser,  and  if  applicable,  that  they 
will  receive  increas^  salaries  and/or 
the  opportunity  to  share  in  future 
profits  of  the  business;  and 

(5)  Disclosure  of  such  other  factors 
with  respect  to  the  transaction  which 
management  believes  require  particu¬ 
lar  attention  by  shareholders  in 
making  their  voting  decisions. 

B.  REASONS  FOR  AND  EFFECT  OF  THE 
TRANSACTION 

From  a  review  of  proxy  statements 
involving  Sale  of  Assets  Transactions, 
and  from  information  derived  from  in¬ 
vestigations  and  enforcement  actions 
related  to  these  transactions,  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  disclosures  concerning  the 
reasons  for  and  the  effect  of  the  trans¬ 
action  have  not  always  been  adequate. 
Item  14  of  Schedule  14A  expressly  re¬ 
quires  that,  in  connection  with  a  pro¬ 
posed  sale  of  all  or  any  substantial 
part  of  the  assets  of  an  issuer,  the 
issuer  disclose  both  the  reasons  for 
and  the  effect  of  the  transaction.® 
These  terms  of  Item  14a  embody  dis¬ 
tinct  disclosure  requirements  and  are 
designed  to  elicit  different  informa¬ 
tion.  Disclosure  of  the  “effect”  of  the 
transaction  should  focus  on  the  conse¬ 
quences  to  shareholders  and  to  the 

'  In  some  instances  employment  and  other 
arrangements  between  the  Public  Seller's 
managers  and  the  Purchaser  may  be  sub¬ 
stantially  equivalent  to'ownership  interests, 
making  the  Purchaser  an  affiliate  of  the 
Public  Seller.  In  such  instances,  the  transac¬ 
tion  might  well  be  a  going  private  transac¬ 
tion,  as  defined  in  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
posed  rules.  See  note  1,  supra. 

*17  CFR  204.14a-101.  TTiat  item  provides 
in  relevant  part:  Outline  briefly  the  materi¬ 
al  features  of  the  plan.  State  the  reasons 
therefor  and  the  general  effect  thereof 
upon  the  rights  of  existing  security  holders. 
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issuer  if  the  proposed  transaction  is 
approved,  including  legal  effects,  tax 
consequences  and  effects  on  market  li¬ 
quidity.  By  contrast,  the  disclosure  of 
the  “reasons  for”  the  transaction 
should  focus  on  the  reasons  manage¬ 
ment  is  proposing  the  transaction.'* 
Such  reasons  are  relevant  because 
under  state  law  the  Board  of  Directors 
generally  must  authorize  submission 
of  the  plan  to  shareholders  for  their 
approv^."  It  would  be  impiortant  in 
this  regard  to  address  both  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  sale  of  assets  itself  and 
the  reasons  for  the  manner  in  which 
the  sale  is  structured.  Additionally,  it 
would  be  appropriate,  under  certain 
circumstances,  in  order  to  clarify  the 
reasons  for  the  form  in  which  the 
transaction  is  ultimately  proposed,  to 
also  include  a  brief  description  of  any 
prior  offers  or  alternatives  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  that  were  consid¬ 
ered  within  a  reasonable  period  prior 
to  the  date  an  agreement  in  principle 
was  reached,  and  the  reasons  for  re¬ 
jecting  them.'* 

Disclosures  contained  in  some  proxy 
statements  filed  with  the  Commission 
concerning  Sale  of  Assets  Transactions 
have  indicated  that  management  con¬ 
sidered  their  own  particular  financial 
circumstances  and  personal  goals  as 
well  as  the  benefits  they  derive  from 
the  transaction,  in  determining  the 
structure  of  the  transaction  during  ne¬ 
gotiations  for  the  sale.  These  have  in¬ 
cluded  diversification  of  their  invest¬ 
ments  and  the  tax  benefits  discussed 
above,  as  well  as  the  optx>rtunity  to 
continue  to  manage  the  operating 
businesses  under  favorable  employ¬ 
ment  arrangements.  The  Division 
wishes  to  remind  issuers  of  their  obli¬ 
gations  to  make  full  and  fair  disclo¬ 
sure  of  both  the  reasons  for  and  the 
effect  of  the  transaction  in  order  to 
provide  shareholders  with  sufficient 
information  to  understand  the  nature 
of  the  transaction  and  to  evaluate  it 
on  an  informed  basis.'* 


'•See  “Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  V.  Parklane  Hosiery,”  558  F.  2d  1083 
(CJL.  2,  1977).  See  also  In  the  Matter  of 
Woods  Corporation,  supra. 

"See,  e.g.,  Del.  Code  Ann.  Title  8  §271 
which  provides:  E\’ery  corporation  may  at 
any  meeting  of  its  board  of  directors  sell, 
lease,  or  exchange  all  or  substantially  all  of 
Its  property  and  assets  *  *  *  os  its  board  of 
directors  deems  expedient  and  for  the  best 
interests  of  the  corporation,  when  and  as  au¬ 
thorized  by  a  resolution  adopted  by  a  major¬ 
ity  of  the  outstanding  stock  of  the  corpora¬ 
tion  •  •  •  (Emphasis  supplied.)  See  “Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commtssion  v.  Parklane 
Hosiery.”  supra,  558  F.  2d  at  1088.  Cf. 
“Santa  Fe  Industries.  Inc.,  v.  Green,”  430 
U.S.  462,  n.  14  (1977). 

"Whether  or  not  the  Public  Seller  had 
been  seeking  a  buyer  or  was  instead  ap- 
proaciied  by  the  Purchaser  may  also  be  rele¬ 
vant. 

"As  Is  evidenced  by  the  legislative  history 
and  subsequent  interpretations  thereof.  Sec¬ 
tion  14(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act, 


11539 

C.  MATERIAL  FEATURES  OF  THE  PLAN  OR 
TRANSACTION 

Both  Itemg  14  and  16  of  Schedule 
14A  require  a  destrlption  of  the  “ma¬ 
terial  features”  of  the  plan  or  transac¬ 
tion.'*  In  this  regard,  the  Division 
wishes  to  emphasize,  that  because  of 
the  conflicts  that  may  exist  if  manage¬ 
ment,  which  may  have  the  interests 
described  above,  negotiates  the  selling 
price  of  the  assets  as  weU  as  their  own 
employment  arrangements  and  the 
form  of  the  transaction,  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  that  material  aspects  of  the 
transaction  be  adequately  disclosed  so 
that  shareholders  may  fully  appreci¬ 
ate  the  nature  of  the  transaction  for 
which  their  approval  is  sought.'* 

1.  EMPLOYMENT  ARRANGEMENTS 

The  Division  believes  it  is  particular¬ 
ly  important  that  shareholders  be  ap¬ 
prised  of  the  material  terms  of  any 
employment  arrangements  to  be  en¬ 
tered  into  by  management  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Sale  of  Assets  Transac¬ 
tion.  The  Division  suggests  that  a  com¬ 
parison  of  the  manager’s  compensa¬ 
tion  under  the  new  arrangements  with 
his  average  compensation  from  the 
Public  Seller  during  an  appropriate 
prior  peri<xl  be  included  in  order  to 
clarify  the  operation  of  the  new  com¬ 
pensation  formula.  If  the  compensa¬ 
tion  under  the  new  arrangements  Is,  in 
part,  dependent  upon  earnings,  it 
would  be  helpful  if  disclosure  also  in¬ 
dicates  what  the  manager  would  have 
earned  under  such  arrangements, 
based  on  the  Public  Seller's  earnings 
for  its  last  fiscal  year,  and  for  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  in  the  future,  based  on 
stated  assumptions  with  respect  to 
earnings.  '*  In  addition,  any  agreement 
by  the  Purchaser  to  make  significant 

under  which  Schedule  14A  is  promulgated, 
is  intended  to  promote  “the  free  exercise  of 
the  voting  rights  of  stockholders”  by  ensur¬ 
ing  that  proxies  would  be  solicited  with  “ex¬ 
planation  to  the  stockholder  of  the  real 
nature  of  the  questions  for  which  authority 
to  cast  his  vote  is  sought.”  H.R.  Rep.  No. 
1383,  73d  Cong.,  2d  Sess.  13  (1934).  See  also. 
“J.  I.  Case  Co.  v.  Borak,”  377  D.S.  426.  431 
(1964);  “Mills  v.  Electric  Auto  Lite  Co.,”  396 
U.S.  375,  381  (1970).  It  may.  for  example,  be 
useful  to  show  the  amount  of  tax  that 
would  be  payable,  if  the  transaction  were 
structured  to  be  taxable,  by  hypothetical 
taxpayers  in  various  tax  brackets  holding 
shares  with  various  assumed  bases. 

"The  relevant  text  of  Item  14  is  set  forth 
in  note  9,  supra.  Item  16,  17  CFR  204.14a- 
101,  requires,  in  addition  to  a  number  of 
sr>ecified  items  of  information,  that  the 
issuer:  [Olutline  briefly  any  other  material 
features  of  the  contract  or  transaction. 

"See  the  discussion  under  "General” 
about  certain  steps  that  have  been  taken  by 
some  issuers  to  minimize  such  conflicts. 

'•The  stated  assumptions  may  be  hypo¬ 
thetical  and  need  not  involve  actual  projec¬ 
tions  of  earnings.  See  Securities  Act  Release 
No.  5992  (Nov.  7.  1978)  43  FR  53246  (Nov. 
15. 1978). 
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capital  investments  in  the  business 
would  usually  be  pertinent.  This  infor¬ 
mation  also  may  provide  shareholders 
with  some  insight  into  the  reasons  for 
the  transaction  as  well  as  the  fairness 
of  the  consideration  to  be  received.  ” 

2.  TERMS  OF  FINANCING 

Although  the  Purchaser  assumes  the 
Public  Seller’s  liabilities,  the  Public 
Seller  may  nevertheless  remain  obli¬ 
gated  if  any  assumed  liabilities  are  not 
discharged  by  the  Purchaser  because 
of  inadequate  financial  resources  or 
otherwise.  The  Purchaser’s  ability  to 
discharge  such  liabilities  depends  upon 
its  financial  condition  and  the  results 
of  the  Purchaser’s  future  operations. 
In  addition,  the  Purchaser’s  ability  to 
secure  the  necessary  financing  is  very 
often  a  condition  to  consummation  of 
the  sale.  Shareholders  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  with  sufficient  information  to 
assess  the  risk  that  the  Seller  will  be 
secondarily  liable  on  debts  assumed 
and  the  possibility  that  the  transac¬ 
tion  may  not  in  fact  be  consummated 
due  to  financing  problems.  In  addition 
to  customary  information,  financial 
and  otherwise,  about  the  Public  Sell¬ 
er  s  business,  such  information  should 
generally  include  a  detailed  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  Purchaser’s  financing  ar¬ 
rangements  with  respect  to  the  pur- 
cha.se  and  relevant  financial  data,  in¬ 
cluding  pro  forma  financial  statements 
of  the  Purchaser.  Under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances.  the  identity  of  persons 
controlling  the  Purchaser  may  be  sig¬ 
nificant.  especially  if  they  have  guar¬ 
anteed  payment  of  the  liability  as¬ 
sumed. 

3.  FACTORS  WITH  RESPECT  TO 
CONSIDERATION 

Proxy  statements  concerning  Sale  of 
As.sets  Transactions  should  also  in¬ 
clude,  as  is  specifically  required  by 
Item  16  of  Schedule  14A.'*  a  brief  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  facts  which  bear  upon 
tlie  fairness  of  the  price  offered.  In 
this  regard,  all  factors  should  be  out¬ 
lined,  including  where  appropriate,  a 
discussion  of  whether  other  alterna¬ 
tives  were  considered  or  the  terms  of 
any  recent  prior  offers  or  negotiations 
with  respect  to  any  extraordinary  cor¬ 
porate  transaction,  such  as  the  sale  of 
a  substantial  portion  of  the  Public 
Seller’s  assets  or  stock,  a  merger,  reor¬ 
ganization.  tender  offer,  purchase  of 
stock  or  other  similar  transaction. 

Under  certain  circumstances,  it 
would  be  appropriate  to  disclose  infor¬ 
mation  known  to  management  about 


”A  brief  outline  of  the  facts  bearing  on 
the  fairness  of  the  consideration  is  required 
by  Item  16  of  Schedule  14A.  See  note  16. 
infra,  for  the  relevant  text  of  that  item. 

'•That  portion  of  the  item  states:  To  the 
extent  practicable,  outline  briefly  the  facts 
bearing  upon  the  question  of  fairness  of  the 
consideration.  * 


any  assets  the  fair  market  value  of 
which  is  materially  greater  than  their 
book  value  and  which  are  (i)  not  nec¬ 
essary  to  the  Selling  Company’s  oper¬ 
ations  as  a  going  concern  and  which 
could  subsequently  be  sold  by  the  Pri¬ 
vate  Purchaser  or  the  lender  or  (ii)  to 
the  knowledge  of  management  are  ma¬ 
terial  to  the  lender’s  decision  to  fi¬ 
nance  the  purchase  price.  Such  assets 
might  include  marketable  securities, 
real  estate  or  mineral  rights.  Further, 
since  consummation  of  the  transaction 
is  often  conditioned  on  the  obtaining 
of  necessary  financing,  this  informa¬ 
tion  might  also  be  pertinent  to  the 
extent  such  as.sets  are  to  be  used  as 
collateral  in  connection  with  the  fi¬ 
nancing  of  the  purchase.  Material 
terms  of  financing  which  the  Private 
Purchaser  is  able  to  obtain  to  pur¬ 
chase  the  assets  may  also  have  a  bear¬ 
ing  on  the  fairness  of  the  considera¬ 
tion. 

4.  TAX  CONSEQUENCES 

Because  of  the  complexity  of  the  tax 
consequences  generally  and  the  risk  in 
some  transactions  that  the  Public 
Seller  may  become  a  personal  holding 
company,  *•  or  may  not  be  eligible  for 
the  favorable  tax  treatment  accorded 
regulated  investment  companies,*®  care 
should  be  taken  to  fully  discuss  poten¬ 
tial  tax  consequences  in  a  manner  that 
is  easily  comprehensible  to  the  aver¬ 
age  investor. 

D.  RIGHTS  OF  SHAREHOLDERS  UNDER  STATE 
LAW 

As  discussed  above.  Item  14  of 
Schedule  14 A  requires  a  description  of 
the  material  features  of  the  plan  and  a 
discussion  of  its  general  effect  on  the 
rights  of  existing  shareholders.*'  If 
under  applicable  state  law  appraisal 
rights  are  not  available  to  dissenting 
shareholders,  it  is  important  that  the 
proxy  statement  briefly  outline  what 
rights  may  be  available  under  state 
law  to  shareholders  who  object  to  the 
transaction. 

E.  GENERAL 

Some  proxy  statements  filed  with 
the  Commission  have  involved  plans 
which  included  provisions  to  ensure 
that  the  interests  of  the  public  share¬ 
holders  are  given  careful  considera¬ 
tion.  The  Division  is  publishing  infor¬ 
mation  about  these  provisions  because 
other  issuers  may  wish  to  consider 
their  use. 

One  such  provision  neutralizes  the 
votes  of  the  individuals  who  may  have 


‘•See  Section  542  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954,  as  amended. 

••See  Id.,  at  Section  851  and  note  6.  supra. 

•'In  addition.  Item  2  of  Schedule  14A,  17 
CFR  240.14a-101,  specifically  r^uires  that 
an  issuer:  Outline  briefly  the  rights  of  ap¬ 
praisal  or  similar  rights  of  dissenters  with 
respect  to  any  matter  to  be  acted  upon  •  •  •. 


conflicts  of  interest  by  requiring  that 
their  shares  be  voted  for  or  against 
the  proposed  transaction  in  the  same 
proportion  as  the  votes  of  all  other  se¬ 
curity  holders. 

Another  provision  involves  the  en¬ 
gagement  of  a  “Special  Review 
Person,”  who  is  disinterested  in  the 
transaction  and  has  no  material  affili¬ 
ations  with  the  Purchaser  or  Public 
Seller,  to  represent  and  negotiate  on 
behalf  of  the  Public  Seller’s  public 
stockholders.  The  Special  Review 
Person  may  be  authorized  to  negotiate 
on  all  matters  regarding  the  agree¬ 
ment  of  sale,  including  the  structure 
of  the  transaction  and  the  considera¬ 
tion  to  be  paid  as  well  as  to  opine  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  transaction  as 
structured  is  fair  to  the  public  stock¬ 
holders.  The  Special  Review  Person’s 
conclusions  and  recommendations  are 
included  in  the  proxy  statement. 

In  addition,  some  plans  have  re¬ 
quired  an  independent  appraisal  of  the 
assets  to  be  sold  and/or  an  opinion 
with  respect  to  the  fairness  of  the  con¬ 
sideration.  In  this  regard,  it  would  be 
important  to  disclose  all  material  facts 
with  respect  to  the  fee  arrangement 
and  any  material  relationships  be¬ 
tween  the  individual  rendering  the 
opinion  or  appraisal  and  the  company 
or  its  affiliates  and  to  briefly  describe 
the  factors  on  which  the  opinion  or 
appraisal  are  based,  the  procedures 
followed  in  making  the  determination 
and  whether  the  price  was  determined 
by  the  board  before  consultation  with 
the  investment  banker.** 

Consistent  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Corporate  Disclosure,  the  Division  in¬ 
tend  to  carefully  review  proxy  state¬ 
ments  concerning  Sale  of  Assets 
Transactions,  with  a  view  towards  re¬ 
quiring  more  uniform  and  adequate 
disclosures  of  the  potential  conflicts  of 
interest  and  other  information  neces¬ 
sary  to  permit  shareholders  to  fully 
understand  and  evaluate  the  nature  of 
the  proposed  transactions.**  Issuers 


••The  Commission  has  expressed  its  con¬ 
cern  that  shareholders  be  provided  with  full 
disclosure  in  this  regard.  In  the  Matter  of 
Woods  Corporation.  Securities  Exchange 
Act  Release  No.  15337,  supra. 

••The  Advisory  Conunittee  on  Corporate 
Disclosure  (“Advisory  Committee”),  in  its 
report  to  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission.  urged  the  Commission  to  direct  its 
staff,  particularly  in  matters  involving  possi¬ 
ble  conflicts  of  interests,  to  review  proxy 
statements  more  closely  in  order  to  obtain 
better  and  more  uniform  disclosures  with 
respect  to  proposals  which  may  substantial¬ 
ly  affect  the  interest  of  shareholders. 
Report  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Cor¬ 
porate  Disclosure  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission.  Committee  Print  95-29, 
House  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce.  95th  Cong.,  1st  Sess.,  Nov.  3. 
1977,  at  pp.  399,  416.  With  respect  to  anti-ta¬ 
keover  or  similar  proposals  which  were  of 
particular  concern  to  the  Advisory  Commit- 
Footnotes  continued  on  next  page 
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are  reminded  of  their  obligations 
under  the  antifraud  provisions  of  the 
securities  laws  which,  under  certain 
circumstances,  may  necessitate  disclo¬ 
sures  in  addition  to  those  items  spe¬ 
cifically  required. 

Part  241  [Amended] 

Accordingly,  17  CFR  Part  241  is 
amended  by  adding  “Statement  of  the 
views  of  the  Commission’s  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance  with  respect  to 
disclosure  in  proxy  statements  con¬ 
taining  certain  sale  of  assets  transac¬ 
tions.’’ 

By  the  Division  of  Corporation  Fi¬ 
nance,  pursuant  to  delegated  author¬ 
ity. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

February  15, 1979. 

[PR  Doc.  79-6012  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[8010-01-M] 

[Release  No.  35-20910;  Pile  No.  S7-741] 

PART  250— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS,  PUBLIC  UTILITY 
HOLDING  COMPANY  ACT  OF  1935 

PART  256— UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF 
ACCOUNTS  FOR  MUTUAL  SERVICE 
COMPANIES  AND  SUBSIDIARY 
SERVICE  COMPANIES,  PUBLIC  UTIL¬ 
ITY  HOLDING  COMPANY  ACT  OF 
1935 

Correction 

AGENCY;  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rules;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
final  rule  appearing  at  page  8247  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  February  9, 
1979,  relating  to  the  Uniform  System 
of  Accounts  for  Service  Companies 
under  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Robert  P.  Wason  (202)  523-5159  and 
Leon  C.  Rubin  (202)  523-5677,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Corporate  Regulation,  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 20549. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
In  FR  Doc.  79-4485  appearing  at  44 
FR  8249,  February  9,  1979,  one  page  of 


Footnotes  continued  from  last  page 
tee,  the  Division  issued  specific  instructions 
to  its  staff  and  recently  published  the 
Instructions  in  a  public  release.  Securities 
Exhange  Act  Release  No.  15230  (Oct.  13, 
1978)  43  FR  49863.  See  also  Securities  Act 
Release. No  5906  (Feb.  15,  1978). 


text  was  inadvertently  omitted  from 
the  Analysis  of  Comment  Letters  re¬ 
lating  to  the  adoption  of  amendments 
to  the  Uniform  System  of  Accounts 
for  Mutual  and  Subsidiary  Service 
Companies  [17  CFR  Part  256]  and  to 
Rule  93  [17  cm  250.931.  On  page 
8249,  the  eleventh  line  of  the  third 
full  paragraph  in  the  third  column 
insert  the  following  text:  “count  457-3 
(Direct  costs  charged  to  groups  of  as¬ 
sociate  companies)  and  account  457-4 
(Indirect  costs  charged  to  groups  of  as¬ 
sociate  companies).  We  concur,  and  ac¬ 
counts  457-3  and  457-4  have  been 
eliminated.  Separate  formal  accounts 
are  not  needed  to  distinguish  between 
services  to  associate  companies  individ¬ 
ually  or  as  groups.  The  accounting  for 
services  rendered  to  groups  of  asso¬ 
ciate  companies  will  still  be  identified 
through  the  work  order  system. 

It  has  also  been  suggested  by  the 
service  companies  that  the  Uniform 
System  of  Accounts  be  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  language  which  would  make  the 
establishment  of  a  work  order  system 
discretionary  rather  than  mandatory. 
For  that  purpose  they  have  recom¬ 
mended  revisions  to  §  256.01-3(c)  (Gen¬ 
eral  structure  of  accounting  system). 
That  subsection  requires  a  work  order 
“for  accumulating  all  costs.’’  The  serv¬ 
ice  companies  would  insert  the  phrase 
“whenever  practical’’  after  the  word 
“costs.”  They  also  requested  that  a  re¬ 
vision  of  the  definition  of  work  order 
system  in  §  256.01-8  would  define  a 
work  order  system  as  “a  system  for 
the  accumulation  of  service  company 
costs  on  a  job,  project,  departmental 
or  functional  basis  which  may  utilize 
schedules  and  worksheets.” 

We  decline  to  insert  the  word  “may” 
in  the  definition  of  work  order  or  to 
make  contingent  the  requirement  of 
§  256.01-3(c).  We  are  of  the  opinion 
that  a  work  order  system  is  a  superior 
means  of  accumulating  precise  cost 
data.  Such  precision  is  essential  where 
costs  are” 


George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

February  16,  1979. 

[FR.  Doc.  79-5963  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-22-M] 

Title  23 — Highways 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

SUBCHAPT6R  G— ENGINEERING  AND  TRAFFIC 
OPERATIONS 

[FHWA  Docket  No.  78-371 

PART  630— PRECONSTRUCTION 
PROCEDURES 

Federal-Aid  Programs  Approval  and 
Project  Authorization;  Amendment 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  imple¬ 
ments  procedures  required  by  §  111  of 
the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1978 
which  amends  23  U.S.C.  105(b).  This 
document  amends  FHWA  preconstruc¬ 
tion  procedures  to  require  a  State 
highway  agency  which  controls  and 
supervises  all  public  roads  and  high¬ 
ways  to  consult  with  appropriate  local 
officials  in  selecting  projects  for  inclu¬ 
sion  in  the  secondary  Federal-aid  pro¬ 
gram  (23  U.S.C.  104(b)(2)). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  May  30,  1979, 
EFFECTIVE:  DATE:  March  8.  1979. 
ADDRESS:  Anyone  wishing  to  submit 
written  comments  may  do  so.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  sent,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  FHWA  Docket  No.  78-37, 
Federal  Highw'ay  Administration, 
Room  4205,  HCC-10,  400  Seventh 
Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
All  comments  and  suggestions  received 
will  be  available  for  examination  at 
the  above  address  between  7:45  a.m. 
and  4:15  p.m.  ET,  Monday  through 
Friday.  Pertinent  comments  concern¬ 
ing  revisions  should  include  support¬ 
ing  information.  These  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  through  existing  procedures  for 
incorporating  revisions. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Vince  Ciletti,  Federal-Aid  Divi¬ 
sion,  202-426-0450;  or  Mr.  Frank  L. 
Calhoun,  Attorney,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  202-426-0754.  Feder¬ 
al  Highway  Administration. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  existing  regulations  were  pub¬ 
lished  at  43  FR  34460  on  August  4. 
1978,  as  23  CFR  Part  630,  Subpart  A. 
The  regulation  codifies  the  policies 
and  procedures  contained  in  Volume  6, 
Chapter  3,  Section  2,  Subsection  2  of 
the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Program 
Manual. ' 

Paragraph  (b)  of  §  630.110  of  23  CFR 
as  currently  written  requires  coopera- 


■The  Federal- Aid  Highway  Program 
Manual  is  available  for  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  as  prescribed  in  49  CFR  7,  Appendix  D. 
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tive  selection  of  projects  for  inclusion 
in  the  secondary  Federal-aid  program 
by  the  State  highway  agency  and  ap¬ 
propriate  local  officials,  except  when 
all  public  roads  and  highways  are 
under  the  control  and  supervision  of 
the  State  highway  agency.  In  this 
latter  instance  no  provision  is  made 
for  any  participation  in  the  selection 
process  by  local  officials.  This  amend¬ 
ment  would  require  that,  when  all 
public  roads  and  highways  are  con¬ 
trolled  and  supervised  by  the  State 
highway  agency,  the  State  highway 
agency  will  consult  with  the  appropri¬ 
ate  local  officials  in  making  this  selec¬ 
tion. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  630,  Subpart  A  of  Chapter  I,  Title 
23,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is 
amended  by  revising  §  630.110(b)  to 
read  as  follows; 

•  •  •  •  • 

§630.110  General  requirements. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(b)  Projects  for  utilizing  secondary 
system  funds  shall  be  selected  cooper¬ 
atively  by  the  SHA  and  the  appropri¬ 
ate  local  officials  except  where  all 
public  roads  and  highways  are  under 
the  control  and  supervision  of  the 
SHA.  In  the  excepted  case,  selection 
shall  be  made  after  consultation  with 
appropriate  local  officials.  Acceptable 
evidence  of  cooperation  or  consulta¬ 
tion  is: 

(Da  statement  to  that  effect  from 
the  SHA  accompanying  the  program 
submLssion;  or 

(2)  a  procedure  contained  in  an  ac¬ 
cepted  State  certification  (23  CFR 
640),  approved  secondary  road  plan  (23 
CFR  642),  or  action  plan  (23  CFR  795). 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  Ill  of  the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of 
1978.  Pub.  L.  95-599.  92  Stat.  2689;  23  UJS.C. 
105(b);  49  CFR  1.48(b).) 

Note.— The  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  significant  proposal  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  criteria  established  by  the 
Department  of  Transportation  pursuant  to 
E.O.  12044. 

Issued  on  February  16.  1979. 

John  S.  Hassell,  Jr., 
Deputy  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6015  PUed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[4910-22-M] 

[FHWA  Docket  No.  79-61 

PART  661— GREAT  RIVER  ROAD 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  document  amends 
FHWA  Regulations  to  permit  use  of 
Great  River  Road  (GRR)  funds  on 
spurs  to  provide  access  to  significant 
areas  of  scenic,  historical,  recreational 
or  archeological  interest:  to  clarify 
that  Federal  funds  are  limited  to  the 
same  side  of  the  Mississippi  River  as 
the  GRR;. to  allow  the  charging  of  fees 
at  facilities  developed  with  GRR  funds 
where  the  fees  are  to  cover  operating 
costs;  and  to  change  the  Federal  par¬ 
ticipating  ratio  to  75  percent  for  GRR 
funds.  These  amendments  are  de¬ 
signed  to  reflect  changes  in  the  rule 
pmsuant  to  section  125  of  the  Surface 
Transportation  Assistance  Act  of  1978. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  7,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Vincent  Ciletti,  Office  of  Engineer¬ 
ing,  202/426-0450;  or  Marguerite 
Price,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel, 
202/426-0791,  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  Office 
hours  are  from  7:45  a.m.  to  4:15  p.m. 
ET,  Monday  through  Friday. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Existing  regulations  appear  as  Part 
661  of  Title  23,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  and  codify  material,  contained 
in  volume  6,  chapter  9,  section  15  •  of 
the  Federal-Aid  Highway  Program 
Manual. 

On  November  6,  1978,  the  President 
signed  into  law  the  Surface  Traxispor- 
tation  Assistance  Act  of  1978,  Pub.  L. 
95-599,  92  Stat.  2689.  Section  125  of 
the  Act  amended  23  U.S.C.  148  which 
necessitates  an  amendment  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  regarding  the  Great  River 
Road. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
hereby  amends  23  CFTl  Part  661  as  set 
forth  below. 

1.  Section  661.3(d)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows; 

§661.3  Route  designation. 

•  «  •  •  • 

(d)  Each  State  shall  submit  for 
FHWA  approval  the  specific  location 
of  its  segments  of  the  Great  River 
Road  between  designated  control 
points.  The  FHWA  will  approve  the  lo¬ 
cation  selected  pursuant  to  the  criteria 
set  forth  in  this  regulation.  Access 
spurs  may  be  included  between  the 
designated  control  points  when  access 
is  not  reasonably  available  over  the  ex¬ 
isting  Federal-aid  highway  network,  to 
connect  the  Great  River  Road  to  sig¬ 
nificant  scenic,  historical,  recreational 
or  archeological  features  proximate  to 


'The  Federal-Aid  Highway  Program 
Manual  is  available  for  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  as  prescribed  In  49  CFTl  Part  7.  Appen¬ 
dix  D. 


the  Mississippi  River  or  to  existing 
bridges  when  these  significant  fea¬ 
tures  are  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
river. 

2.  Paragraphs  (a),  (d),  (f).  and  (g)  of 
§  661.5  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  661.3  Project  eligibility. 

•  «  •  •  A 

(a)  Projects  for  expenditures  of 
Great  River  Road  funds  shall  be  locat¬ 
ed  on  roads  on  the  approved  Great 
River  Road  location  or  on  approved 
access  spurs  as  described  in  661.3(d). 
In  addition,  except  for  portions  under 
Federal  jurisdiction,  the  mainline 
Great  River  Road  shall  also  be  part  of 
an  appropriate  Federal-aid  system  (23 
U.S.C.  148(c)). 

•  •  •  #  • 

(d)  Great  River  Road  funds  shall  not 
be  used  to  construct  new  Mississippi 
River  crossing  structures.  Participa¬ 
tion  is  limited  to  the  same  side  of  the 
river  as  the  Great  River  Road. 

•  •  #  •  • 

(f)  No  fees  shall  be  charged  for  the 
use  of  any  facility  constructed  with 
Great  River  Road  funds  except  for 
parks,  recreational  areas,  and  histori¬ 
cal  sites  operated  by  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernments  where  admission  fees  are 
charged  to  cover  operational  costs. 
The  provisions  of  23  U.S.C.  129(a) 
shall  not  apply  to  any  bridge  or  tunnel 
on  the  Great  River  Road. 

(g)  The  Federal  share  of  the  cost  of 
Great  River  Road  funded  projects  on 
portions  of  the  approved  route  includ¬ 
ed  on  the  Federal-aid  system  under 
the  functional  classification  provisions 
of  23  U.S.C.  103  shall  be  as  provided  in 
23  U.S.C.  120.  The  Federal  share  of 
the  cost  of  projects  not  included  on 
the  Federal-aid  system  except  to  satis¬ 
fy  23  U.S.C.  148(c)  shall  be  75  percent. 
The  Federal  share  of  the  cost  of  pro¬ 
jects  on  approved  Great  River  Road 
facilities  under  Federal  jurisdiction 
shall  be  100  percent. 

Note.— The  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  significant  proposal  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  criteria  established  by  the 
Department  of  Transportation  pursuant  to 
E.O.  12044. 

(Sec.  125  of  Pub.  L.  95-599,  92  Stat.  2689;  23 
U.S.C.  148,  315;  49  CFR  1.48(b).) 

Issued  on:  February  15,  1979. 

John  S.  Hassell,  Jr., 
Deputy  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6016  Plied  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 
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SUBCHAPTER  G— ENGINEERING  AND  TRAFFIC 
OPERATIONS 

PART  655— TRAFFIC  OPERATIONS 
SUBCHAPTER  J-HIGHWAY  SAFETY 
PART  924— HIGHWAY  SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM 

Establishment  of  Regulations 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Pinal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA)  is  issuing  this 
document  in  order  to  clarify  and  con¬ 
dense  existing  regulations  governing 
the  safety  improvement  program.  This 
regulation  allows  the  States  and  local 
governments  the  needed  flexibility  to 
implement  a  highway  safety  improve¬ 
ment  program  equally  effective  on  all 
highway  systems. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  5,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  James  L.  Rummel  (202/426- 
2131),  Office  of  Highway  Safety  or 
Mrs.  Kathleen  S.  Markman  (202/ 
426-0346),  Office  of  the  Chief  Coun¬ 
sel,  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590.  Office  hours  are 
Monday-Priday  from  7:45  a.m.  to 
4:15  p.m.  ET. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  April  7,  1978,  the  FHWA  issued  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  pub¬ 
lished  at  43  FR  14683,  FHWA  Docket 
No.  78-4.  The  proposed  regulation  was 
primarily  a  restructuring  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  regulations,  formerly  published  at 
23  CFR  Part  655,  Subpart  E.  Two  new 
items,  however,  were  introduced  in  the 
requirements  for  establishing  prior¬ 
ities  for  projects  vmder  the  railroad¬ 
highway  grade  crossing  safety  pro¬ 
gram.  One  new  item  was  the  require¬ 
ment  that  higher  priority  be  given  to 
improving  those  grade  crossings  where 
large  numbers  of  people  are  frequent¬ 
ly  exposed  to  the  potential  hazards  as¬ 
sociated  with  grade  crossings;  the 
other  was  that  special  consideration 
be  given  to  those  crossings  over  which 
the  transporting  of  hazardous  materi¬ 
als  by  either  train  or  motor  vehicle 
could  produce  a  potentially  cata¬ 
strophic  grade  crossing  accident. 

Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
were  received  from  15  agencies  and  or¬ 
ganizations.  Comments  on  the  safety 
improvement  program  as  a  whole  were 
generally  favorable.  Most  of  the  re¬ 
sponses  were  directed  toward  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  the  “people  factor” 
and  the  “hazardous  materials  factor.” 


-  The  FHWA’s  response  and  action 
taken  on  the  substantive  comments  re¬ 
ceived  are  as  follows: 

Discussion  of  Major  Cobcments 

“People  Factor”  and  “Hazardous 

Materials  Factor” 

Five  agencies  (Massachusetts  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Works;  Oklahoma, 
Florida,  and  Ohio  Departments  of 
Transportation;  and  Ohio  Public  Utili¬ 
ties  Commission)  opposed  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  “people  factor”  as  one  of 
the  criteria  which  must  be  considered 
when  setting  priorities  of  railroad¬ 
highway  grade  crossing  improvements. 
These  agencies  contend  that  the 
needed  information  would  be  difficult 
to  obtain  and  the  expected  benefits 
would  not  justify  the  time  and  effort 
necessary  to  compile  the  data. 

The  FHWA  never  intended  that  a 
highway  agency  would  have  to  inven¬ 
tory  each  and  every  crossing  under  its 
jurisdiction  to  determine  the  actual 
number  of  people  traversing  the  cross¬ 
ing  each  day  by  train,  motor  vehicle, 
bicycle,  or  on  foot.  The  intent  of  the 
proposed  rule  was  simply  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  priorities, 
those  crossings  should  be  identified 
which  would  most  likely  expose  large 
numbers  of  people  to  grade  crossing 
hazards.  This  condition  would  nortpal- 
ly  occur  when  passenger  trains  and/or 
motor  vehicles  carrying  large  numbers 
of  people  use  the  crossing  on  a  regu¬ 
larly  scheduled  basis,  or  that  some 
special  condition  prevails  which  would 
expose  large  groups  of  people  to  the 
dangers  at  the  crossing.  The  FHWA 
believes  such  information  can  be  de¬ 
veloped  by  the  States  through  con¬ 
tacts  with  school  transportation  offi¬ 
cials.  route  managers  of  motor  bus 
companies,  AMTRAK,  and  local  offi¬ 
cials  who  might  be  aware  of  special  sit¬ 
uations.  While  no  quantifiable  terms 
are  included  in  the  proposed  rule, 
those  crossings  with  higher  “people” 
exposure  factors  should  be  given 
higher  priority  when  selecting  cross¬ 
ings  for  improvement. 

Six  agencies  (the  aforementioned 
five  agencies  which  opposed  the 
“people  factor,”  plus  the  Indiana 
State  Highway  Commission)  opposed 
the  consideration  of  a  “hazardous  ma¬ 
terials  factor”  when  establishing  prior¬ 
ities  for  grade  crossing  improvements 
for  basically  the  same  reasons  they  op¬ 
posed  the  “people  factor.” 

The  FHWA  believes  that  recent  acci¬ 
dents  involving  trucks  in  Spain  and 
Mexico,  as  well  as  several  incidents 
during  the  past  year  in  this  country 
involving  train  derailments,  under¬ 
score  the  possibility  that  large  num¬ 
bers  of  people  living  or  passing  near  a 
grade  crossing  may  be  overcome  from 
the  effects  of  an  accident  involving 
hazardous  materials.  The  potential  for 
loss  of  life,  injury,  and  property 


damage  resulting  from  such  an  inci¬ 
dent  is  too  great  not  to  give  special 
consideration  to  such  grade  crossing 
locations.  As  with  the  “people  factor,” 
the  FHWA  believes  the  States  should 
identify  those  crossings  which  are  fre¬ 
quented  regularly  by  trains  and/or 
motor  vehicles  carrying  hazardous  ma¬ 
terials.  Again,  while  some  minimum 
number  of  tank  cars  or  trucks  using  a 
crossing  are  not  specified  in  the  regu¬ 
lations,  those  grade  crossings  which 
are  likely  to  be  frequently  used  by 
hazardous  materials  carriers  should  be 
identified  and  given  special  considera¬ 
tion  when  setting  priorities  for  grade 
crossing  improvements.  The  FHWA 
believes  the  railroads  and  specialized 
trucking  firms  are  in  a  position  to 
assist  the  States  in  identifying  these 
crossings. 

Favorable  comments  on  the  “people 
factor”  were  addressed  to  the  docket 
from  the  Alabama  Highway  Depart¬ 
ment,  the  Indiana  State  Highway 
Commission.  AMTRAK,  and  the 
Southern  Railway  System.  These 
same  agencies  and  companies  (with 
the  exception  of  the  Indiana  State 
Highway  Commission)  also  responded 
favorably  with  regard  to  the  "hazard¬ 
ous  materials  factor.” 

The  FHWA  continues  to  hold  the 
position  that,  when  setting  priorities 
for  grade  crossing  improvements,  the 
States  must  consider  criteria  which 
provide  a  measure  of  the  crossing  haz¬ 
ards  in  terms  of  potential  fatalities,  in¬ 
juries,  and  property  damage.  Conse¬ 
quently,  the  “people  factor”  and  the 
“hazardous  materials  factor”  have 
been  retained  in  the  final  rule.  The 
two  factors  have  been  combined  in  the 
final  rule  and  the  wording  has  been  re¬ 
vised  in  an  effect  to  delete  the  infer¬ 
ence  that  actual  numbers  of  people 
and/or  vehicles  must  be  determined 
for  each  crossing. 

Discussion  of  Miscellaneous 
Comments 

The  Pennsylvania  Department  of 
Transportation  commented  that  the 
proposed  rule  placed  too  little  empha¬ 
sis  on  pedestrian  accident  counter¬ 
measures  even  though  pedestrain-re- 
lated  accidents  produce  approximately 
20  percent  of  all  highway  deaths.  Al¬ 
though  FHWA  intended  that  the  pe¬ 
destrian  accident  problem  would  be 
addressed  by  the  proposed  rule,  this 
area  has  been  emphasized  in  the  final 
rule  by  specifically  including  the  “ac¬ 
commodation  and  protection  of  pedes- 
trains  and  bicyclists”  in  the  definition 
of  the  term  “highway,”  The  same 
agency  suggested  that  evaluation  re¬ 
sults  should  be  incorporated  in  the 
planning  component  of  the  highway 
safety  improvement  program.  This 
idea  has  been  included  in  the  final 
rule.  The  National  Association  of 
Counties  recommended  that  the  regu- 
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lations  provide  specifically  for  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  counties  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  highway  safety  improve¬ 
ment  program.  The  final  rule  has  been 
revised  to  provide  for  the  appropriate 
participation  by  local  governments  in 
developing  the  processes  which  make 
up  the  safety  improvement  program. 

The  3M  Company  recommended 
that  the  proposed  rule  specifically  in¬ 
dicate  that  projects  for  upgrading 
highway  signs  are  eligible  for  funding 
under  the  highway  safety  improve¬ 
ment  program.  The  company  contends 
that  by  not  addressing  this  subject  the 
omission  might  imply  that  this  is  not 
an  important,  aspect  of  the  safety  im¬ 
provement  program. 

Specific  activities  eligible  for  funding 
in  the  highway  safety  improvement 
program  were  not  included  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  Such  a  list  would  be  virtu¬ 
ally  endless.  Reference  is  made  in  the 
final  rule,  however,  to  the  definition 
of  the  term  “highway  safety  improve¬ 
ment  project”  in  23  U.S.C.  101(a).  This 
provides  that  the  highway  safety  im¬ 
provement  program  may  include  pro¬ 
jects  for  improving  highway  signing 
and  pavement  marking,  or  for  install¬ 
ing  traffic  control  or  warning  devices 
at  high  accident  locations  with  high 
accident  potential. 

The  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion  (FRA)  recommended  that  the  reg¬ 
ulations  specify  that  the  Department 
of  Transportation— Association  of 
American  Railroads  (IX)T-AAR) 
Grade  Crossing  Inventory  will  satisfy 
the  proposed  requirement  that  the 
States  must  compile  a  record  of  the 
features  at  all  public  railroad-highway 
grade  crossings.  While  a  State’s  cur¬ 
rent  DOT-AAR  inventory  file  would 
fulfill  this  requirement,  it  is  not  the 
only  means  of  maintaining  the  re¬ 
quired  record.  The  FHWA  does  not, 
therefore,  believe  it  is  appropriate  to 
specify  this  method  in  the  regulations, 
although  the  acceptability  of  the 
DOT-AAR  inventory  will  be  indicated 
in  the  agency’s  program  directive 
which  implements  the  final  rule  for 
the  safety  improvement  program. 

The  FRA  also  recommended  that 
“cost”  and  “projected  use  of  the  cross¬ 
ing”  be  added  to  the  criterfa  which 
must  be  considered  when  setting  grade 
cro.ssing  improvement  priorities.  The 
cost  factor  has  been  appropriately  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  final  rule.  With 
regard  to  considering  the  projected 
use  of  the  crossing,  the  FHWA  be¬ 
lieves  this  is  adequately  covered  in 
statewide  highway  and  rail  planning 
and  does  not  need  to  be  specficially  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  regulations  for  this  pro¬ 
gram. 

The  Center  for  Auto  Safety  (CAS) 
questioned  the  timing  of  FHWA’s  deci¬ 
sion  to  revise  the  safety  improvement 
program  regulations  at  a  time  when 
the  Congress  was  considering  new  leg¬ 


islation  which  might  affect  the 
makeup  of  the  safety  program.  A 
point  was  made  that,  of  the  two  bills 
to  be  considered  by  a  House-Senate 
Conference  Committee,  the  House  bill 
continued  the  separate  categories  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  1973  and  1976  High¬ 
way  Acts,  while  the  Senate  bill  would 
have  substantially  changed  the  thrust 
of  the  safety  program  by  consolidating 
the  categories  and  providing  addition¬ 
al  flexibility  for  the  States.  F\irther, 
FHWA  was  charged  with  proposing 
regulations  which  presumed  the  legis¬ 
lative  elimination  of  the  separately 
funded  safety  categories. 

The  logical  conduct  of  a  highway 
safety  improvement  program  should 
be  virtually  independent  of  the  nature 
of  the  program’s  funding.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rule  was  built  upon  this  concept. 
The  recently  enacted  Federal-Aid 
Highway  Act  of  1978  has  been  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  the  final  rule  with  only  minor 
modifications  necessary  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  None  of  these  changes  af¬ 
fected  the  basic  structure  of  the  high- 
w'ay  safety  improvement  program. 
Reference  to  the  remaining  legislative¬ 
ly  mandated  categorical  programs  has 
been  retained  in  the  Authority  section 
of  the  final  rule,  and  these  programs 
are  also  covered  in  the  section  on  Im¬ 
plementation. 

Tlie  CAS  expressed  concern  that  the 
proposed  rule  allows  the  States  exces¬ 
sive  discretion  and  flexibility  in  the 
development  of  their  highway  safety 
'Wprovement  programs.  The  PRWA 
does  not  believe  that  the  inclusion  of 
rigid  requirements  for  a  detailed  pro¬ 
gram  content  is  necessary  to  maintain 
Federal  oversight  and  control  of  the 
overall  highway  safety  improvement 
program.  The  agency  has  outlined  the 
basic  components  which  must  be  part 
of  all  programs  and  has  listed  key  ele¬ 
ments  w'hich  must  be  included  in  the 
processes  which  make  up  these  compo¬ 
nents.  The  actual  processes  developed 
by  the  States  and  local  governments 
should  be  produced  only  after  consid¬ 
ering  the  overall  safety  needs  on  the 
various  highway  systems  within  the 
State.  No  single  safety  improvement 
program  can  address  these  varying 
needs.  The  FHWA  does  not  consider 
this  needed  flexibility  as  compromis¬ 
ing  in  any  way  its  ability  to  institute 
an  effective  nationwide  program  of 
safety  improvements  to  reduce  the 
number  and  severity  of  accidents. 

Concern  w^as  also  expres.sed  by  CAS 
over  whether  the  proposed  rule  ap¬ 
plied  to  “potential”  accident  locations 
and  not  just  to  those  hazards  known 
as  a  result  of  accident  experience.  The 
FHWA  considers  that  reducing  the  po¬ 
tential  for  accidents  is  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  aspect  of  the  safety  improvement 
program  and  has  strengthened  the 
wording  in  the  final  rule  to  make  this 
point  unquestionably  clear.  The  CAS 


further  charged  that  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulation  is  void  of  mandatory  evalua¬ 
tion  and  reporting  criteria  making  it 
impossible  for  FHWA  to  ensure  the 
careful  evaluation  and  review  of  the 
safety  improvement  program.  The 
FHWA  believes  this  matter  has  been 
adequately  addressed  in  the  final  rule. 
The  regulations  Include  those  evalua¬ 
tion  and  reporting  data  mandated  by 
the  Congress  as  well  as  certain  evalua¬ 
tion  information  administratively  de¬ 
termined  by  the  FHWA  to  be  clearly 
necessary  for  the  effective  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  safety  Improvement  pro¬ 
gram.  Additionally,  FHWA  intends  to 
request  that  appropriate  supplemen¬ 
tary  data  be  submitted  annually  by 
FHWA  field  offices.  This  combination 
of  data  provides  the  agency  with  the 
basis  for  making  a  comprehensive 
evaluation  of  the  highway  safety  im¬ 
provement  program. 

Other  comments  received  were  ap¬ 
propriately  considered  in  development 
of  the  final  rule.  Some  of  the  com¬ 
ments  w'ere  addressed  to  matters  gen¬ 
erally  outside  the  scope  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  These  comments  W'ere  di¬ 
rected  toward  general  program  admin¬ 
istration  and  were  not  considered  ap¬ 
plicable  to  producing  the  final  regrula- 
tions  for  the  highway  safety  improve¬ 
ment  program. 

Note.— The  FHWA  has  determined  that 
this  document  docs  not  contain  a  significant 
proposal  according  to  the  criteria  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Department  of  Transportation 
pursuant  to  E.O.  12044. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
hereby  vacates  and  reserves  Part  656, 
Subpart  E  and  adds  Part  924  to  Chap¬ 
ter  I  of  Title  23,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations,  as  set  forth  below. 

Issued  on:  February  14,  1979. 

John  S.  Hassell,  Jr., 

Deputy  Administrator. 


PART  655  [Removed  and  Reserved] 

Part  655  is  removed  and  reserved. 

Part  924  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  924— HIGHWAY  SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENT  PROGRAM 

Stic. 

924.1  Purpose. 

924.3  Definitions. 

924.5  Policy. 

924.7  Program  structure. 

924.9  Planning. 

924.11  Implementation. 

924.13  Evaluation. 

924.15  Reporting. 

Authoritt:  23  U.S.C.  5§  105(f).  152,  315. 
and  402;  §  203  of  the  Highway  Safety  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended;  49  CFR  1.48(b). 

§  924.1  Purpose. 

The  purpose  of  this  regulation  is  to 
set  forth  policy  for  the  development 
and  implementation  of  a  comprehen- 
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sive  highway  safety  improvement  pro¬ 
gram  in  each  State. 

§  924.3  Deflnitions. 

(a)  The  term  “highway,”  as  used  in 
this  regulation,  includes  in  addition  to 
those  items  listed  in  23  U.S.C.  Section 
101(a).  those  facilities  specifically  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  accommodation  and  pro¬ 
tection  of  pedestrians  and  bicyclists. 

(b)  The  term  “State.”  as  used  in  this 
regulation,  means  any  one  of  the  50 
States,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Islands. 
Guam.  American  Samoa,  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  the  Northern  Mari¬ 
ana  Islands  except  that,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  implementing  Section  203  of 
the  Highway  Safety  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended.  “State”  means  any  one  of 
the  50  States,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  Puerto  Rico. 

§924.5  Policy. 

Each  State  shall  develop  and  imple¬ 
ment,  on  a  continuing  basis,  a  highway 
safety  improvement  program  which 
has  the  overall  objective  of  reducing 
the  number  and  severity  of  accidents 
and  decreasing  the  potential  for  acci¬ 
dents  on  all  highways. 

§  924.7  Program  Structure. 

The  highway  safety  improvement 
program  in  each  Sta'te  shall  consist  of 
components  for  planning,  implementa¬ 
tion.  and  evaluation  of  saiety  pro¬ 
grams  and  projects.  These  components 
shall  be  comprised  of  processes  devel¬ 
oped  by  the  State  and  approved  by  the 
Federal  Highway  Administration 
(FHWA).  Where  appropriate,  the 
processes  shall  be  developed  coopera¬ 
tively  with  officials  of  the  various 
tmits  of  local  governments.  The  proc¬ 
esses  may  incorporate  a  range  of  ^ter- 
nate  procedures  appropriate  for  the 
administration  of  an  effective  highway 
safety  improvement  program  on  indi¬ 
vidual  highway  systems,  portions  of 
highway  systems  and  in  lo^  political 
subdivisions. 

§  924.9  Planning. 

(a)  The  planning  component  of  the 
highway  s^ety  improvement  program 
shall  incorporate; 

(1)  A  process  for  collecting  and 
maintaining  a  record  of  accident,  traf¬ 
fic,  and  highway  data,  including,  for 
railroad-highway  grade  crossings,  the 
characteristics  of  both  highway  and 
train  traffic; 

(2)  A  process  for  analyzing  available 
data  to  identify  highway  locations, 
sections  and  elements  determined  to 
be  hazardous  on  the  basis  of  accident 
experience  or  accident  potential; 

(3)  A  process  for  conducting  engi¬ 
neering  studies  of  hazardous  locations, 
sections,  and  elements  to  develop 
highway  safety  improvement  projects 
as  defined  in  23  n.S.C.  101(a);  and 


(4)  A  process  for  establishing  prior¬ 
ities  for  implementing  highway  safety 
improvement,  projects,  considering; 

(i)  The  potential  reduction  in  the 
number  and/or  severity  of  accidents, 

(ii)  The  cost  of  the  projects  and  the 
resources  available, 

(ill)  The  relative  hazard  of  public 
railroad-highway  grade  crossings 
based  on  a  hazard  index  formula, 

(iv)  Onsite  inspection  of  public  grade 
crossings, 

(V)  The  potential  danger  to  large 
numbers  of  people  at  public  grade 
crossings  used  on  a  regular  basis  by 
passenger  trains,  school  buses,  transit 
■  buses,  pedestrians,  bicyclists,  or  by 
trains  and/or  motor  vehicles  carrying 
hazardous  materials,  and 

(vl)  Other  criteria  as  appropriate  in 
each  State. 

(b)  In  planning  a  program  of  safety 
improvement  projects  at  railroad¬ 
highway  grade  crossings,  special  em¬ 
phasis  shall  be  given  to  the  legislative 
requirement  that  all  public  crossings 
be  provided  with  standard  signing. 

(c)  The  planning  component  of  the 
highway  safety  improvement  program 
may  be  financed  with  funds  made 
available  through  23  U.S.C.  Sections 
402,  307(c),  and,  where  applicable. 
104(f). 

§924.11  Implemention. 

(a)  The  implementation  component 
of  the  highway  safety  improvement 
program  in  each  State  shall  include  a 
process  for  scheduling  and  implement¬ 
ing  safety  improvement  projects  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  23  CFR  Part  630 A  (Federal- Aid  Pro¬ 
gram  Approval  and  Project  Authoriza¬ 
tion).  The  States  are  encouraged  to 
utilize  the  timesaving  procedures  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  FHWA  directives 
system  for  the  minor  type  of  work 
normal  to  highway  safety  improve¬ 
ment  projects. 

(b)  Highway  safety  improvement 
projects  may  be  implemented  on  the 
Federal-aid  system  with  funds  appor¬ 
tioned  under  23  U.S.C.  104(b);  with 
fimds  apportioned  for  the  Hazard 
Elimination  Program  under  23  U.S.C. 
152;  and,  to  the  extent  they  are  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  eligible,  with  funds  appor¬ 
tioned  under  Section  104(b)(1)  of  the 
Federal-Aid  Highway  Act  of  1978. 

(c)  Fimds  apportioned  under  23 
U.S.C.  219  Safer  Off-System  Roads 
may  be  used  to  implement  highway 
safety  improvement  projects  on  public 
roads  which  are  not  on  a  Federal-aid 
system. 

(d)  Railroad-highway  grade  crossing 
safety  projects  may  be  implemented 
on  any  public  road  with  funds  appor¬ 
tioned  under  Section  203(b)  of  the 
Highway  Safety  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended.  At  least  50  percent  of  the 
funds  apportioned  under  Section 
203(b)  must  be  made  available  for  the 


installation  of  grade  crossing  protec¬ 
tive  devices.  The  railroad  share,  if  any, 
of  the  cost  of  the  grade  crossing  im¬ 
provements  shall  be  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  23  CFR  Part  646,  Sub¬ 
part  B  (Railroad-Highway  Projects). 

(e)  Major  safety  defects  on  bridges, 
including  related  approach  improve¬ 
ments,  may  be  corrected  as  part  of  a 
bridge  rehabilitation  project  on  any 
public  road  with  funds  apportioned 
under  23  U.S.C.  144,  if  such  project  is 
considered  eligible  under  23  CFR  Part 
650D  (Special  Bridge  Replacement 
Program). 

(f)  The  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
trator  finds  it  to  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  for  a  State  or  local  government  to 
use  its  own  forces  for  implementing 
highway  safety  improvement  projects, 
if  the  State  so  requests. 

§  924.13  Evaluation. 

(a)  The  evaluation  component  of  the 
highway  safety  improvement  progam 
in  each  State  shall  include  a  process 
for  determining  the  effect  that  high¬ 
way  safety  improvement  projects  have 
in  reducing  the  number  and  severity 
of  accidents  and  potential  accidents, 
including; 

(1)  The  cost  of,  and  the  safety  bene¬ 
fits  derived  from  the  various  means 
and  methods  used  to  mitigate  or  elimi¬ 
nate  hazards. 

(2)  A  record  of  accident  experience 
before  and  after  the  implementation 
of  a  highway  safety  improvement, 
project,  and 

(3)  A  comparison  of  accident  num¬ 
bers,  rates,  and  severity  observed  after 
the  implementation  of  a  highway 
safety  improvement  project  with  the 
accident  numbers,  rates,  and  severity 
expected  if  the  improvement  had  not 
been  made. 

(b)  The  findings  resulting  from  the 
evaluation  process  shall  be  incorporat¬ 
ed  as  basic  source  data  in  the  planning 
process  outlined  in  §  924.9(a). 

(c)  The  evaluation  component  may 
be  financed  with  funds  made  available 
through  23  U.S.C.  402,  307(c),  and. 
where  applicable,  104(f).  In  addition, 
when  highway  safety  improvement 
projects  are  undertaken  with  funds 
apportioned  under  23  U.S.C.  152  or 
si^tion  203  of  the  Highway  Safety  Act 
of  1973,  as  amended,  these  funds  may 
also  be  used  to  evaluate  the  improve¬ 
ments. 

§  924.15  Reporting. 

(a)  Each  State  shall  submit  to  the 
FHWA  Division  Administrator  no 
later  than  August  31  of  each  year  a 
report  (OMB  Number  04-R2450)  cov¬ 
ering  the  State’s  highway  safety  im¬ 
provement  program  during  the  previ¬ 
ous  July  1-June  30  period.  In  its 
annual  report,  the  State  shall  report 
on  the  progress  made  in  implementing 
the  hazard  elimination  program  and 
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the  grade  crossing  improvement  pro¬ 
gram.  and  shall  evaluate  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  completed  highway  safety  im¬ 
provement  projects  in  these  programs. 

(b)  The  preparation  of  the  State’s 
annual  report  may  be  financed  with 
funds  made  available  through  23 
UJS.C.  402,  307(c),  and,  where  applica¬ 
ble.  104(f). 

[FR  Doc.  79-6017  POed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[4910-14-M] 

Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable 
Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  7-79-21 

PART  165~SAFETY  ZONES 

Establishment  of  Safety  Zone  in  Vi¬ 
cinity  of  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Base, 
Charleston,  S.C 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACTION:  Pinal  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  amendment  to  the 
Coast  Guard  Safety  Zone  regulations 
establishes  a  safety  zone  on  the  waters 
of  the  Ashley  River  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Base.  Charles¬ 
ton.  SC.  The  safety  zone  shall  encom¬ 
pass  the  Ashley  River  within  the  fol¬ 
lowing  boundaries:  A  line  beginning  at 
32”46  25  "  N  Latitude.  79°57  10 "  W  Lon¬ 
gitude  (North  Shore  of  Intercoastal 
Waterway);  thence  to  32'’46'36 "  N  Lati¬ 
tude.  79’56'59''  W  Longitude;  thence 
32 ’46  16  "  N  Latitude.  79“56  26 "  W  Lon¬ 
gitude;  thence  32''46  06"  N  Latitude. 
79’56'36"  E  Longitude;  thence  along  a 
line  to  the  point  of  beginning.  This 
safety  zone  is  being  established  for  the 
protection  of  personnel  during  the 
construction  of  a  new  pier  at  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Base,  Charleston.  Vessels 
entering  the  safety  zone  shall  be  oper¬ 
ated  at  “NO  WAKE"  speeds  and  shall 
not  approach  the  construction  site 
closer  than  100  feet.  This  safety  zone 
shall  be  in  effect  during  daylight 
hours  only. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment 
is  effective  on  12  F'ebruary  1979  and 
remains  in  effect  until  the  completion 
of  coctstruction  or  12  February  1980, 
whichever  Ls  earlier. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACTT: 

Cdr  R.  F.  Bennett.  COTP  Charles¬ 
ton  196  Tradd  Street.  Charleston, 
SC  29402  (803)  724-4218. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
This  safety  zone  is  being  enforced  by 
patrol  craft  representing  the  Captain 
of  the  Port.  Charleston.  SC,  An  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  comment  on  this  safety  zone 


as  a  proposed  rule  has  not  been  pro¬ 
vided  and  this  amendment  is  effective 
in  less  than  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication.  Good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  zone  effective  immediately 
a  determination  has  been  made  that  to 
do  otherwise  would  be  both  impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est.  Due  to  the  fact  that  construction 
has  already  begun  there  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient  time  to  allow  an  opportunity  for 
public  comment  or  to  provide  for  a  de¬ 
layed  effective  date.  Following  those 
administrative  procedures  would  pre¬ 
vent  timely  establishment  of  the 
safety  zone  and  thus  would  thwart  the 
purpose  of  the  zone. 

DRAFTING  INFORMATION:  The 
principal  persons  involved  in  the  draft¬ 
ing  of  this  rule  are  LT.  J.  A.  MOON, 
Chief.  Port  Operation,  Marine  Safety 
Office,  Charleston.  SC. 

In  consideration  of  the  above.  Part 
165  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
§  165.702  to  read  as  follows: 

§  165.702  Ashley  River  Charleston  Harbor, 
SC. 

The  area  enclosed  by  the  following 
boundary  is  a  Safety  Zone— A  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  32'’46’25'’  N  Latitude. 
79°57'10  '  W  Longitude  (North  Shore 
of  Intercoastal  Waterway);  thence  to 
32‘'46  36 '  Latitude.  79“56  59 "  W  Longi¬ 
tude;  thence  32°46'16''  N  Latitude. 
79°56"26''  W  Longitude;  thence 
32'’46'06''  N  Lati^de,  79'’56"36 "  N  Lon¬ 
gitude;  thence  along  a  line  to  the  point 
of  beginning.  This  safety  zone  shall  be 
in  effect  during  daylight  hours  only. 

(86  Stat.  427  (33  USC  1224):  49  CFR  1.46(n) 
<4>.) 

Dated:  February  9. 1979. 

R.  F.  Bennett, 
CDR,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  COTP 
Charleston,  Charleston,  SC. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6324  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[6560-01 -M] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  the 
Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  N— EFFLUENT  LIMITATIONS 
GUIDELINES  FOR  EXISTING  SOURCES 

[FRL  1066-11 

PART  440— ORE  MINING  AND 
DRESSING  POINT  SOURCE 
CATEGORY 

Effluent  Limitations  Guidelines; 
Modification 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION:  Amendment  to  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  modi¬ 
fies  the  effluent  limitations  guidelines 
for  existing  sources  in  the  Ore  Mining 
and  Dressing  Point  Source  Category, 
Base  and  Precious  Metals  Subcate¬ 
gory.  with  respect  to  mills  recovering 
copper,  lead,  zinc,  gold  or  silver,  or  any 
combination  thereof,  by  the  froth-flo¬ 
tation  process.  The  Regulations  were 
promulgated  on  July  11.  1978  (43  FR 
29771).  This  amendment  deletes  the 
effluent  limitations  for  cyanide  appli¬ 
cable  to  such  mills.  This  action  is 
being  taken  as  a  result  of  the  Agency’s 
review  of  various  criticisms  of  these  re¬ 
quirements  which  it  had  received  after 
promulgation.  This  action  is  anticipat¬ 
ed  to  have  minimal,  if  any,  impacts; 
cyanide  limitations  presently  are  in¬ 
cluded  in  permits  throughout  the  in¬ 
dustry.  and  permitting  authorities 
may  continue  to  impose  cyanide  limi¬ 
tations.  irrespective  of  these  regula¬ 
tions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  1,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

William  Telliard,  Branch  Chief.  Ef¬ 
fluent  Guidelines  Division  (WH- 
552),  Office  of  Water  Planning  and 
Standards,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20460.  202-426- 
2726. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  July  11.  1978,  EPA  promulgated  ef¬ 
fluent  limitations  guidelines  for  the 
Ore  Mining  and  Dressing  Point  Source 
Category.  43  FR  29771.  With  respect 
to  the  Base  and  Precious  Metals  Sub¬ 
category  established  thereunder,  the 
regulations  establish  effluent  limita¬ 
tions  for  discharges  from  mills  recov¬ 
ering  copper,  lead,  zinc,  gold  or  silver, 
or  any  combination  of  those  metals  by 
the  froth-flotation  process. 
§  440.22(a)(2).  The  regulations  limit 
cyanide  discharges  from  those  mills  to 
not  more  than  0.1  mg/1  (thirty-day 
average)  and  0.2  mg/1  (twenty-four 
hour  maximum)  of  cyanide. 

After  the  promulgation  of  this  re¬ 
quirement,  the  Agency  has  received 
various  criticisms  concerning  these 
cyanide  limitations.  As  a  result  of  the 
Agency’s  review  of  those  criticisms, 
EPA  has  determined  that  the  promul- 
gatecl  cyanide  limitations  for  the  Base 
and  Precious  Metals  froth-flotation 
mill  subcategory  are  not  adequately 
supported  by  the  administrative 
record.  Therefore.  EPA  believes  that 
the  most  appropriate  course  of  action 
is  to  withdraw  this  effluent  limitation 
pending  further  review. 

It  should  be  emphasized  that  per¬ 
mitting  authorities  may  continue  to 
impose  limitations  for  cyanide  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  402(a)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Water  Act. 
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Dated:  February  21, 1979. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 
Administrator. 

§440.22  [Amended] 

Part  440,  §  440.22(a)(2)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  The  concentration  of  pollutants 
discharged  from  mills  which  employ 
the  froth-flotation  process  alone  or  in 
conjunction  with  other  pr(x;esses,  for 
the  beneficiation  of  copper  ores,  lead 
ores,  zinc  ores,  gold  ores,  or  silver  ores 
or  any  combination  of  these  ores  shall 
not  exceed: 


IfUligrmms  per  liter 


EXfluent 

characteitsUc 

Mtiximum  lor 
any  1  day 

Average  of  daily 
values  for  30 
consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed— 

TSS . . 

30 

30 

Cu . . 

.30 

.15 

Zn _ 

1.0 

A 

Pb _ 

.C 

.3 

Hg - 

.002 

.001 

Cd . . . 

.10 

.05 

pH. . . . 

within  the  range  6.0  to  9.0 

CFR  Doc.  79-0000  FUed  2-38-79;  8;45  am] 


[673<M)1-^M1 

Till*  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  IV— FEDERAL  MARITIME 
COMMISSION 

[General  Orders  13  and  38;  Docket  No.  78- 
30] 

PART  531— FILING  OF  FREIGHT  AND 
PASSENGER  RATES,  FARES,  AND 
CHARGES  IN  THE  DOMESTIC  OFF¬ 
SHORE  TRADE,  PUBLICATION  AND 
POSTING 

PART  536— FILING  OF  TARIFFS  BY 
COMMON  CARRIERS  BY  WATER  IN 
THE  FOREIGN  COMMERCE  OF  THE 
UNITED  STATES  AND  BY  CONFER¬ 
ENCES  OF  SUCH  CARRIERS 

Time  Limit  for  Filing  of  Overchorg* 
Claims 

AGENCY:  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion. 

ACTION:  Postponement  of  effective 
date. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission's  final 
rule  in  this  proceeding  was  published 
in  the  Fedkral  Register  on  February 
6,  1979  (44  FR  7144).  The  effective 
date  of  the  rule  is  March  1,  1979.  Af¬ 
fected  carriers  are  required  to  amend 


their  tariffs  by  that  date  to  conform 
with  the  rule. 

We  have  determined  to  extend  the 
effective  date  to  April  1,  1979.  The 
rule  as  published  was  unintentionally 
schedul^  to  become  effective  on  less 
than  30  days  notice.  It  is  unrealistic  to 
expect  the  affected  conferences  and 
carriers  to  put  the  required  tariff 
amendments  in  place  within  the  three 
week  period  allowed.  The  additional  30 
day  period  for  compliance  provided 
here  should  be  sufficient  for  this  pur¬ 
pose. 

DATES:  Effective  as  to  both  new  and 
existing  tariffs  April  1, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA'nON 
CONTACT: 

Francis  C.  Humey,  Secretary.  Feder¬ 
al  Maritime  Commission.  Room 
11101, 1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20573,  (202)  523-5725. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA'nON: 
None. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6063  Filed  2-28-70;  8:45  am] 


[4910-06-M] 

Till*  49 — Transporfotion 

CHAPTER  II— FEDERAL  RAILROAD 
ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[Docket  No.  LI-5.  Notice  2] 

PART  230— LOCOMOTIVE 
INSPECTION 

Temporary  Amendment  of  Inspection 
Interval 

AGENCY:  Federal  Railroad  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FRA).  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  (DOT). 

ACnON:  Temporary  amendment, 
final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Because  of  serious  dis¬ 
ruption  of  railroad  operations  due  to 
severe  weather  conditions  in  many 
States,  FRA  is  temporarily  amending 
the  provision  of  the  locomotive  inspec¬ 
tion  regulations  that  provides  that  a 
locomotive  may  be  inspected  within 
five  (5)  days  after  the  prescribed 
thirty  (30)  days  inspection  interval  if 
the  railroad  responsible  for  the  inspec¬ 
tion  needs  additional  time  due  to  cir¬ 
cumstances  beyond  its  control  (49 
CFR  230.331(a)).  The  temporary 
amendment  would  provide  an  addi¬ 
tional  twenty-five  (25)  days  to  com¬ 
plete  inspections  that  become  due 
during  the  period  February  23,  1979  to 
May  30. 1979. 


DATES:  (1)  Effective  Dates:  This  tem¬ 
porary  amendment  is  effective  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  1979  and  expires  May  30,  1979. 

(2)  Public  Hearing:  A  public  hearing 
will  be  held  at  10  a.m.  on  March  9. 
1979. 

(3)  Written  comments  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  by  March  16, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  (1)  Written  Comments: 
Written  comments  should  identify  the 
Docket  number  and  the  notice  number 
and  must  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Docket  Clerk,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion  (TransPoint  Building)  2100 
Second  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Written  comments  will  be  avail¬ 
able,  both  before  and  after  the  closing 
date  for  comments,  during  regular 
business  hours  in  Room  4106  of  the 
TransPoint  Building  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress. 

(2)  Public  Hearing:  A  public  hearing 
will  be  held  in  Room  3201  of  the 
TransPoint  Building.  Persons  desiring 
to  make  oral  statements  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  should  notify  the  Docket  Clerk  by 
telephone  (202-426-8836)  or  by  writing 
to;  Docket  CJlerk,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel.  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion,  TransPoint  Building,  at  the 
above  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Principal  Authors 

Principal  Program  Person:  Rolf 
Mowatt-Larssen  (RRS-20),  Office  of 
Standards  and  Procedures.  Federal 
Railroad  Administration,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20590.  Telephone  202-426- 
0924. 

Principal  Attorney:  Edward  F. 
Conway.  Jr.  (RCC-30),  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Railroad  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Telephone  202-426-8836. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

In  response  to  a  request  filed  by  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads 
(AAR),  FRA  is  temporarily  amending 
§  230.331(a)  of  the  Locomotive  Inspec¬ 
tion  Regulations  (49  CFR  230.331(a)). 

This  section  provides  that  each  loco¬ 
motive  unit  must  be  inspected  at  least 
once  every  thirty  (30)  days  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  locomotive  unit  is  in 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
Part  230.  It  also  contains  a  provision 
that  allows  an  additional  five  (5)  days 
for  accomplishing  this  inspection  if 
the  railroad  responsible  for  that  in¬ 
spection  needs  additional  time  due  to 
circumstances  beyond  its  control  and 
notes  those  circumstances  on  the  pre¬ 
scribed  inspection  form  (Form  IRA 
6180-49). 

AAR  advised  that  emergency  condi¬ 
tions  exist  in  railroad  operations  due 
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to  excessive  snow  and  extremely  low 
temperatures  throughout  many  parts 
of  the  country.  Hundreds  of  locomo¬ 
tives  are  out  of  service  and  thousands 
of  freight  cars  are  not  being  moved  be¬ 
cause  of  locomotive  power  shortages. 
In  order  to  increase  the  utilization  of 
the  locomotives  that  are  still  in  service 
and  thereby  enable  railroads  to  move 
vitally  needed  traffic.  AAR  requests 
the  five  (5)  day  contingency  provision 
be  increased  temporarily  to  thirty  (30) 
days.  FRA  has  independently  assessed 
the  problem  and  concludes  that  the 
AAR  estimate  of  the  critical  nature  of 
the  problem  is  correct  and  that  the 
emergency  warrants  immediate  regula¬ 
tory  action  in  the  public  interest.  Ac¬ 
cordingly.  FRA  is  temporarily  amend¬ 
ing  §  230.331(a)  by  extending  the  five 
(5)  day  contingency  provision  to  thirty 
(30)  days. 

FRA’s  action  in  temporarily  amend¬ 
ing  this  provision  is  not  intended  to  re¬ 
lieve  any  railroad  of  its  responsibilities 
to  conduct  these  inspections  on  the 
normal  thirty  (30)  day  basis.  This 
amendment  merely  provides  an  addi¬ 
tional  period  of  twenty-five  (25)  days 
within  which  to  accomplish  any  in¬ 
spections  that  cannot  be  accomplished 
within  the  current  time  frame  as  a 
direct  consequence  of  the  severe  ad¬ 
verse  w^eather  conditions.  FRA  be¬ 
lieves  that  the  need  for  this  additional 
time  is  now  largely  confined  to  rail¬ 
road  operations  in  the  following 
states:  Colorado.  Delaware.  Illinois.  In¬ 
diana.  Iowa.  Kansas.  Kentucky.  Mary¬ 
land.  Michigan.  Missouri.  Minnesota. 
Nebraska.  New  Jersey,  New  York. 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
South  Dakota.  Virginia.  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin. 

This  temporary  amendment  to  the 
regulation  does  not  relieve  any  rail¬ 
road  of  its  responsibility  to  determine 
that  this  additional  time  is  in  fact 
needed  in  each  instance  and  to  note 
the.se  circumstances  on  the  appropri¬ 
ate  inspection  form  (FRA  F  6180-49). 
Furthermore,  this  temporary  amend¬ 
ment  will  not  relieve  a  railroad  of  its 
responsibility  to  conduct  a  daily  in¬ 
spection  as  required  by  §230.203  (49 
CFR  230.203)  or  to  comply  with  all 
other  requirements  of  the  Locomotive 
Inspection  Act  and  the  regulations 
issued  under  the  authority  of  that  Act. 

Economic  Impact 

FRA  has  determined  that  this 
amendment  does  not  contain  a  signifi¬ 
cant  regulatory  proposal.  Therefore,  a 
regulatory  analysis  under  Executive 
Order  12044  is  not  required  (E.O, 
12044.  43  FR  12661,  March  24.  1978). 

In  addition.  FRA  has  evaluated  this 
temporary  amendment  in  accordance 
with  the  DOT  Existing  and  Proposed 
Policies  for  Evaluation  of  Regulatory 
Impacts  (43  FR  23925).  Since  this 
amendment  would  not  impose  any  ad¬ 


ditional  requirements  and  would 
merely  reduce  temporarily  economic 
burdens  without  imposing  additional 
costs,  the  economic  impact  of  this 
amendment  is  minimal. 

FRA’s  action  to  amend  the  regula¬ 
tion  on  a  temporary  basis  is  being 
done  without  prior  public  notice  under 
the  specific  authority  contained  in  the 
Administrative  Procedures  Act  (5  USC 
553(b)(3)(B)).  This  amendment,  which 
becomes  effective  immediately  upon 
issuance,  is  being  accomplished  solely 
to  respond  immediately  to  the  emer¬ 
gency  nature  of  the  current  situation. 
FRA  has.  therefore,  determined  that 
prior  notice  and  public  proceedings  are 
impractical,  unnecessary  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  and  that  this 
amendment  should  be  made  effective 
on  less  than  thirty  (30)  days  notice. 

The  Final  Rule 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  230  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  paragraph  (a)  of  §230.331  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  230.3.31  Monthly  locomotive  unit  inspec¬ 
tion  and  report. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(e)  of  this  section,  locomotive  units 
shall  be  inspected  at  least  once  every 
thirty  (30)  days  to  determine  whether 
they  meet  the  requirements  of  this 
subpart.  However,  an  inspection  may 
be  made  within  five  (5)  days  after  the 
end  of  the  thirty  (30)  day  period,  or 
from  February  23.  1979,  through  May 
30,  1979.  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
such  thirty  (30)  day  period,  if— 

(1)  The  railroad  responsible  for  the 
inspection  needs  additional  time  due 
to  circumstances  beyond  its  control; 
and 

(2)  The  circumstances  are  noted  on 
Form  FRA  F  6180-49, 

•  •  •  •  • 

This  amendment  is  effective  Febru¬ 
ary  23.  1979  and  immediate  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  provision  is  authorized. 

This  amendment  is  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Section  5  of  the  Locomo¬ 
tive  Inspection  Act.  36  Stat.  914  (45 
U.S.C.  28).  Section  6(e),  80  Stat.  939 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(e));  and  §1.49  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Transportation.  49  CFR 
1.49(c)(5). 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  23. 1979. 

John  M.  Sullivan. 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6014  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[4910-59-M] 

CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY 
TRAFFIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  LVM  77-07;  Notice  31 

PART  531— PASSENGER  AUTO¬ 
MOBILE  AVERAGE  FUEL  ECONOMY 
STANDARDS 

Exemption  from  Average  Fuel 
Economy  Standards 

AGENCY;  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration.  (NHTSA),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation, 

ACTION;  Final  decision  to  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  average  fuel  economy 
standards. 

SUMMARY;  This  notice  exempting 
Officine  Alfieri  Maserati.  S.p.A.  (Ma- 
serati)  from  the  generally  applicable 
average  fuel  economy  standard  of  18.0 
miles  per  gallon  (mpg)  for  the  1978 
model  year  passenger  automobiles  and 
establishing  an  alternative  standard  is 
Issued  in  response  to  a  petition  by  Ma¬ 
serati.  The  alternative  standard  is  12.6 
mpg. 

DATE:  Applicable  date;  The  exemp¬ 
tion  and  alternative  standard  apply  in 
the  1978  model  year. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Douglas  Pritchard.  Office  of  Auto¬ 
motive  Fuel  Economy  Standards, 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Washington,  D.C. 
20590  (202-755-9384). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration  (NHTSA)  is  exempting 
Maserati  from  the  generally  applicable 
passenger  automobile  average  fuel 
economy  standard  for  the  1978  model 
year  and  establishing  an  alternative 
standard.  This  exemption  is  issued 
under  the  authority  of  section  502(c) 
of  the  Motor  Vehicle  Information  and 
Cost  Savings  Act.  as  amended  (the 
Act).  Section  502(c)  provides  that  a 
manufacturer  of  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles  that  manufactures  fewer  than 
10.000  vehicles  annually  may  be 
exempted  from  the  generally  applica¬ 
ble  average  fuel  economy  standard  if 
that  standard  is  greater  than  the  low 
volume  manufacturer's  maximum  fea¬ 
sible  average  fuel  economy  and  if  the 
NHTSA  establishes  an  alternative 
standard  applicable  to  that  manufac¬ 
turer  at  that  manufacturer’s  maxi¬ 
mum  feasible  average  fuel  economy. 
In  determining  the  manufacturer’s 
maximum  feasible  average  fuel  econo¬ 
my,  section  502(e)  of  the  Act  requires 
the  NHTSA  to  consider: 
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( 1 )  Technological  feasibility; 

(2)  Economic  practicability; 

(3)  The  effect  of  other  Federal 
motor  vehicle  standards  on  fuel  econo¬ 
my;  and 

(4)  The  need  of  the  Nation  to  con¬ 
serve  energy. 

This  final  rule  was  preceded  by  a 
notice  announcing  the  receipt  of  a  pe¬ 
tition  for  exemption  from  the  1978 
standard  (43  FR  46016;  October  5, 

1978)  and  a  proposed  decision  to  grant 
an  exemption  to  Maserati  for  the  1978 
model  year  (44  FR  3737;  January  18, 

1979) .  Only  one  comment  on  the 
notice  of  receipt  was  submitted.  That 
commenter  urged  that  Maserati’s  peti¬ 
tion  be  granted  so  that  it  could  remain 
in  the  U.S.  market  and  asserted  that 
the  world  will  be  a  better  place  be¬ 
cause  of  the  continued  existence  of 
the.se  automobiles.  No  comments  were 
received  on  NHTSA’s  proposal  to 
exempt  Maserati  from  the  generally 
applicable  standard  of  18.0  mpg  for 
the  1978  model  year  and  to  establish 
an  alternative  standard  for  Maserati 
at  12.6  mpg  during  the  1978  model 
year. 

Accordingly,  in  consideration  of  the 
foregoing,  49  CFR  Part  531  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  adding  §  531.5(b)(7)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  531.5  Fuel  economy  standards. 

•  #  •  •  * 

(b)  The  follov/ing  manufacturers 
shall  comply  with  the  standards  indi¬ 
cated  below  for  the  specified  model 
years: 

0  •  #  •  # 

(7)  Officine  Alfieri  Maserati,  S.p.A.: 
Model  Year  1978,  average  fuel  economy 
standard  (miles  per  gallon),  12.6. 

The  program  official  and  attorney 
principally  responsible  for  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  this  decision  are  Douglas 
Pritchard  and  Stephen  Kratzke,  re¬ 
spectively. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(Sec.  9,  Pub.  L.  89-670,  80  Stat.  931  (49 
U.S.C.  1657):  sec.  301,  Pub.  L.  94-163,  89 
Stat.  901  (15  U.S.C.  2002);  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  at  49  CTR  1.50.) 

Issued  on  February  16,  1979. 

Joan  Claybrook, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.  79-6073  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[4910-59-M] 

[Docket  No.  79-01;  Notice  1) 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR 
VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

New  Pneumatic  Tires  for  Passenger 
Cars 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration.  Department  of 
Transportation. 

ACrriON:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  petitions  by 
the  Rubber  Manufacturers  Association 
(RMA),  European  Tyre  and  Rim  Tech¬ 
nical  Organisation  (ETRTO),  and  Mi- 
chelin  Tire  Corporation  (Michelin), 
this  notice  amends  Federal  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Standard  No.  109,  New 
Pneumatic  Tires— Passenger  Cars,  by 
adding  certain  tire  size  designations  to 
Appendix  A  of  the  standard.  This 
amendment  permits  the  introduction 
into  interstate  commerce  of  the  new 
tire  sizes. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  31.  1979. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  refer  to 
Docket  79-01  and  be  submitted  to 
Docket  Section,  Room  5108,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

John  Diehl,  Office  of  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards.  National  Highway  Traf¬ 
fic  Safety  Administration,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590  (202-426-1714). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
According  to  agency  practice,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration  (NHTSA)  responds  to  peti- 
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tions  for  adding  new  tire  sizes  to  Table 
I  of  Appendix  A  of  Standard  No.  109 
by  quarterly  issuing  final  rules  under 
an  abbreviated  rulemaking  procedure 
for  expediting  such  routine  amend¬ 
ments.  Guidelines  for  this  procedure 
were  published  at  33  FR  14964,  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1968  and  amended  at  36  FR 
8298,  May  4.  1971;  36  FR  13601,  July 
22.  1971;  and  39  FR  28980,  August  13. 
1974.  These  guidelines  provide  that 
these  final  rules  become  effective  30 
days  after  their  date  of  publication  if 
no  comments  objecting  to  them  are  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  agency  during  this  30 
day  period.  If  objections  are  received, 
regular  rulemaking  procedures  for  Is¬ 
suing  and  amending  motor  vehicle 
safety  standards  are  initiated. 

ETRTO  petitioned  for  the  addition 
of  a  new  tire  size  to  an  existing  table 
within  Table  I  of  Appendix  A  of 
Standard  No.  109  on  September  28, 

1977.  On  October  24,  1978,  Michelin 
petitioned  for  the  addition  of  a  new  P- 
metric  series  tire  size  to  an  existing 
table  within  Table  I  of  Appendix  A  of 
Standard  No.  109.  On  November  1, 

1978,  and  December  1,  1978,  RMA  filed 
petitions  requesting  the  addition  of 
five  new  P-metric  tire  sizes  to  the  ex¬ 
isting  tables.  The  basis  for  accepting 
or  denying  requests  to  add  new  tire 
size  designations  are  set  forth  in  intro¬ 
ductory  guidelines  to  the  appendix. 
Briefly,  the  tests  are  the  appropriate¬ 
ness  of  the  information  submitted  for 
inclusion  in  the  tire  tables,  and  appro¬ 
priateness  of  the  requested  location 
within  the  tables  of  the  requested  tire 
sizes.  The  seven  new  tire  designations 
requested  to  be  added  to  Standard  No. 
109  appear  to  meet  these  criteria.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Michelin,  ETRTO,  and 
RMA  petitions  are  granted,  and  the 
seven  new  tire  size  designations  are 
added  to  Table  I  of  Appendix  A  of  the 
standard  pursuant  to  the  abbreviated 
rulemaking  procedure. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  49 
GFR  571.109  is  amended  as  specified 
below,  subject  to  the  30  day  comment 
period  outlined  above; 

§571.109  [Appendix  amended] 

In  Tables  I-HH,  I-KK,  I-MM  and  I- 
SS  the  following  new  tire  size  designa¬ 
tions  and  corresponding  values  are 
added: 
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[4910-59-C] 


TABLE  I  -  HH 


TIRE  LOAD  RATING,  TEST  RIMS,  MINIMUM  SIZE  FACTORS  AND 
SECTION  WIDTHS  FOR. 'P/75'  SERIES  ISO  TYPE  TIRES 


Tire  size  ]J 
deslgnatioa 


I’i  75/  75R13 


Maximuin  tire  loads  (kilograms)  at  various 
cold  inflation  pressures  (kPa) 


120  1 

140 

160 

180 

200 

220 

240 

260 

355 

385 

410 

435 

460 

480 

505 

525 

280 


545 


Test  rim 

Minimum 

Section 

width 

size  factor 

width 

(inches) 

(mm) 

(non) 

5  756  177 


TABLE  I  -  KK 

TIRE  LOAD  RATING,  TEST  RIMS,  MINIMUM  SIZE  FACTORS  AND 
SECTION  WIDTHS  FOR  'P/60'  SERIES  ISO  TYPE  TIRES 


Tire  size  2./ 
designation 

Maximum  tire  loads  (kilograms)  at  various 
cold  inflation  pressures  (kPa) 

Test  rim 
width 
(inches) 

Minimum 
size  factor 
(mm) 

Section  ZJ 
width 
(mm) 

120 

140 

160 

180 

200 

220 

240 

260 

280 

P195/60R13 

345 

375 

400 

425 

445 

470 

490 

510 

530 

5^ 

747 

196 

P215/60R13 

410 

440 

470 

500 

530 

555 

580 

600 

625 

6 

790 

216 

P275/60R15 

690 

745 

795 

845 

890 

930 

975 

1015 

1050 

8 

972 

ll'i 

TABLE  I  -  CS 


TIRE  LOAD  RATING,  TEST  RIMS,  MINIMUM  SIZE  FACTORS  AND 
SECTION  WIDTHS  FOR  'P/50*  SERIES  ISO  TYPE  TIRES 


Tire  size  }J 
designation 


MaxlBun  tire  loads  (kilograms)  at  various 
cold  inflation  pressures  (kPa) 


120 


I  140 

160 

180 

200 

220 

240 

260 

280 


Test  rim 

Minimum 

Section  U 

width 

size  factor 

width 

(inches) 

(mm) 

(mm) 

P285/50R15 

625 

675 

720 

765 

805 

845 

885 

920 

955 

8 

936 

286 

P305/50R15 

700 

760 

810 

860 

905 

950 

995 

1035 

1070 

8 

970 

301 

yj  The  letters  "D"  for  diagonal  and  "B"  for  bias  belted  may  be  used  in  place  of  the  "R." 

y  Actual  section  width  and  overall  width  shall  not  exceed  the  specified  width  by  more 
than  the  amount  soeclfte.'l  In  54. 2. 7. 7. 


TABLE  I  -  MM 


TIRE  LOAD  RATINGS,  TEST  RIMS,  MINIMUM  SIZE  FACTORS,  AND  SECTION  WIDTHS  FOR  "65  Series"  Rddidl  Ply  TireS 


Tire  size  ^ 

1  MAXIMUM 

TIRE  LOADS,  (l,ounds 

i)  at  various  cold 

Inflation  pressures  (psi) 

Test  ti* 
width  ?/ 
(inches) 

Mtnir.um 

licet  ion 

width 

(inch<*s 

dcsifjinatioti 

1  .16  1 

18 

1  1 

22 

24 

26 

20 

30 

32 

34 

36 

36 

1 

(inches) 

1P0/65R15 

795 

850 

900 

950 

995 

•.040 

1085 

1130 

1170 

1210 

1250 

1290 

1325 

5 

31.19 

7.24 

1/  The  letters  "H,“  "S,"  or  "V"  nay  be  included  in  any  specified  tire  size  designation  adjacent  to  the  Tetter  “R.“ 
?/  Actual  section  width  and  overall  width  shall  not  exceed  the  stiecified  section  width  by  more  than  7  percent. 
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Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  on  these  additions. 
Comments  must  be  limited  so  as  not  to 
exceed  15  pages  in  length.  Necessary 
attachments  may  be  appended  to 
these  submissions  without  regard  to 
the  15  page  limit.  This  limitation  is  in¬ 
tended  to  encourage  commenters  to 
detail  their  primary  arguments  in  a 
succinct  and  concise  fashion. 

The  agency  has  reviewed  the  im¬ 
pacts  of  this  proposal  and  determined 
that  they  are  minimal  and  that  this  is 
not  a  significant  regulation  within  the 
meaning  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

The  program  official  and  attorney 
principally  responsible  for  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  this  notice  are  John  Diehl 
and  Stephen  Kratzke,  respectively. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  201,  and  202,  Pub.  L.  89-563, 
80  Stat.  718  (15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407,  1421,  and 
1422);  delegations  of  authority  at  49  CFR 
1.50  and  49  CFR  501.8.) 

Issued  on  February  21,  1979. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  RtUemaking. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6074  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-59-M] 

[Docket  No.  74-7;  Notice  4] 

PART  573— DEFECT  AND  , 
NONCOMPLIANCE  REPORTS 
Equipment  Manufacturers'  Delay  of 
Effective  Date 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  NHTSA. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  effective  date. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  extends  the 
effective  date  of  Part  573,  Defect  and 
Noncompliance  Reports,  from  March 
1,  to  April  1,  1979.  Part  573  initially 
was  to  become  effective  on  January  25, 
1979  (43  FR  60165).  To  allow  time  to 
consider  petitions  for  reconsideration 
of  the  regulation,  the  agency  extended 
the  effective  date  to  March  1,  1979  (44 
FR  5137).  One  petition  for  reconsider¬ 
ation  was  received  on  January  26  from 
the  Motor  and  Equipment  Manufac¬ 
turers  Association.  The  agency  consid¬ 
ers  it  necessary  to  extend  the  effective 
date  of  the  regulation  once  again  to 
thoroughly  consider  this  petition. 

EFF’EljriVE  DATE:  This  amendment 
is  effective  February  26,  1979,  chang¬ 
ing  the  effective  date  of  Part  573  to 
April  1,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACTT: 

Roger  Tilton,  Office  of  Chief  Coun¬ 
sel,  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20590  (202- 
426-9511). 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(Secs.  108,  112,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat. 
718  (15  U.S.C.  1397,  1401,  1407);  secs.  102, 
103,  104,  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat.  1470  (15 
U.S.C.  1397,  1401,  1408,  1411-1420);  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  at  49  1.50.) 

Issued  on  February  26, 1979. 

Joan  C^ybrook, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.  79-5983  Filed  2-26-79;  2:08  pm) 

[7035-01 -M] 

Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  C— ACCOUNTS,  RECORDS,  AND 
REPORTS 

[No.  37025] 

PART  1245— CLASSIFICATION  OF 

RAILROAD  EMPLOYEES:  REPORTS 
OF  SERVICE  AND  COMPENSATION 

PART  1246— NUMBER  OF  RAILROAD 
EMPLOYEES 

Revisions  to  Preliminary  Report  of 
Number  of  Employees  of  Class  I 
Railroads,  and  the  Monthly  Report 
of  Employees,  Service  and  Com¬ 
pensation,  Forms  A&B 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACrriON:  Notice  of  Final  Rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  is  revis¬ 
ing  two  reports  concerning  railroad 
employees  (the  Report  of  Employees, 
Service  and  Compensation  (Forms 
A&B)  and  the  Ih-eliminary  Report  of 
Number  of  Employees  of  Class  I  Rail¬ 
roads).  These  revisions  are  being  made 
in  order  to  update  the  report  forms 
better  to  reflect  modern-day  job  classi¬ 
fications.  In  addition,  the  requirement 
that  the  Report  of  Employees,  Service 
and  Compensation  be  filed  monthly 
and  annually  is  being  changed,  and 
the  report  will  only  have  to  be  filed  on 
an  annual  basis. 

DATES:  Effective  for  the  reporting 
period  beginning  July  1,  1979. 

ADDRESSES:  For  copies  of  the  re¬ 
vised  reporting  requirements  call: 
(800)  424-5403.  An  original  and  11 
copies,  if  possible,  of  any  comments 
should  be  sent  to:  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACrr: 

Bryan  Brown  (202)  275-7448. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Commission  presently  requires 
Clsiss  I  line-haul  railroads  to  file  the 
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Report  of  Employees,  Service  and 
Compensation,  Forms  A&B,  on  a 
monthly  basis  and  on  an  annual  calen¬ 
dar  year  basis.  We  publish  the  related 
Statement  No.  300,  Wage  Statistics  of 
ClcLss  I  Railroads  in  the  United  States, 
on  a  semi-aimual  and  annual  basis. 
These  railroads  are  also  required  to 
file  the  Preliminary  Report  of  Number 
of  Elmployees  of  Class  I  Railroads  on  a 
monthly  bsusis.  We  publish  the  related 
Statement  No.  350,  Report  of  Railroad 
Employment— ClcLSs  I  Line-Haul  Rail¬ 
roads,  each  month. 

The  Commission  has  just  completed 
a  review  of  the  regulations  which 
govern  the  preparation  and  submis¬ 
sion  of  these  two  reports  (49  CTR 
§§  1245.2  and  1246.1).  These  regula¬ 
tions  contain  the  actual  details  of  the 
report  forms  and  detailed  instructions 
for  their  completion.  In  recent  years, 
the  practice  of  the  Commission  has 
been  to  codify  only  the  requirement 
that  particular  reports  be  filed  by 
specified  carriers.  The  forms  them¬ 
selves,  and  their  instructions,  are  not 
included  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations.  As  a  result,  it  is  not  necessary 
to  conduct  a  rulemaking  proceeding  to 
amend  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  every  time  that  the  Commission 
makes  a  change  in  one  of  its  forms.  In 
keeping  with  this  practice,  §§  1245.2 
and  1246.1  have  been  revised  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  reporting  details  and  their 
instructions,  and  to  include  only  the 
requirement  that  the  reports  be  filed. 

The  reports  themselves  have  been 
changed  as  follows.  The  Report  of  Em¬ 
ployees,  Service  and  Compensation, 
Forms  A&B,  has  been  retitled  “Re¬ 
ports  of  Service  and  Compensation  of 
Railroad  Employees  by  Class  (Form 
RSC).  The  report  will  still  be  divided 
into  two  parts,  A&B.  The  classes  of 
employees  have  been  revised  to  elimi¬ 
nate  antiquated  job  classifications, 
such  as  blacksmiths,  and  to  conform 
to  present-day  practice.  The  new  class¬ 
ifications  have  been  developed  with 
the  cooperation  of  the  Statistics  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Association  of  American 
Railroads.  The  Preliminary  Report  of 
Number  of  Employees  of  Class  I  Rail¬ 
roads  has  been  retitled  “Preliminary 
Wage  Report”  (Form  PWR).  This 
report  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the 
new  classifications  in  Form  RSC. 

In  conjunction  with  the  adoption  of 
the  new  classifications,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  eliminating  the  requirement 
that  Form  RSC  be  filed  on  a  monthly 
basis  effective  with  calendar  year  1979; 
Form  RSC  need  only  be  filed  annual¬ 
ly.  We  have  concluded  that  Form 
PWR  contains  enough  data  to  satisfy 
the  monthly  needs  of  the  Commission, 
the  industry  and  other  government 
agencies.  It  is  anticipated  that  elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  monthly  RSC  reports  will 
eliminate  unnecessary  collecting  and 
processing  expenses  and  will  save  car- 
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riers  an  estimated  5.000  man-hours  a 
year  and  the  Commission  an  estimated 
1,000  man-hours  a  year. 

At  the  request  of  the  Bureau  of 
Labor  Statistics,  a  new  requirement 
has  been  added  to  Form  PWR,  which 
requires  that  monthly  employment 
sta.tistics  be  broken  down  to  show  the 
number  of  male  and  female  employ¬ 
ees. 

These  revisions  in  §§  1245.2  and 
1246.1  and  in  the  forms  themselves  are 
being  put  forth  in  final  form  because 
the  Commission  has  concluded  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  pursuant 
to  section  553  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  section  553)  is 
not  necessary.  The  Commission  has 
reached  this  conclusion  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  reasons.  First,  the  basic  require¬ 
ment  of  §§  1245.2  and  1246.1,  that 
Class  I  line-haul  railroads  file  reports 
on  their  employees’  service  and  com¬ 
pensation,  has  not  been  changed. 
Second,  by  eliminating  the  require¬ 
ment  that  Form  RSC  be  filed  every 
month,  a  substantial  reporting  burden 
is  being  lifted  from  the  railroads. 
Third,  the  carriers  w'ho  will  be  affect¬ 
ed  by  our  reclassification  of  employees 
have  had  an  opportunity  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  dev^elopment  of  the  new 
classifications  through  their  member¬ 
ship  in  the  Association  of  American 
Railroads.  Last,  the  Commission  has 


determined  that  the  only  new  require¬ 
ment  resulting  from  this  proce^ing, 
the  requirement  that  monthly  em¬ 
ployee  reports  be  broken  dowm  to 
show  the  number  of  male  and  female 
employees,  will  not  be  burdensome  on 
the  railroads. 

However,  in  keeping  with  our  belief 
that  any  rule  can  benefit  from  public 
scrutiny,  we  are  requesting  that  the 
public  study  these  revisions  and 
report,  within  45  days,  any  changes 
which  need  to  be  made.  Persons  who 
desire  to  study  the  revised  reporting 
requirements  may  obtain  copies  from 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20423  or  by  calling,  toll-free,  (800) 
424-5403. 

If  the  Commission  concludes,  after 
reviewing  the  comments,  that  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  make  changes  in  the  revised 
rules  and  reporting  forms,  a  further 
notice  w'ill  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  soon  as  possible,  identify¬ 
ing  the  changes  made. 

This ‘decision  does  not  significantly 
affect  the  quality  of  the  human  envi¬ 
ronment. 

These  rules  are  issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  49  U.S.C.  220. 

Decided:  January  31, 1979. 

By  the  Commission.  Chairman 
O’Neal.  Vice  Chairman  Browm,  Com¬ 


missioners  Stafford,  Gresham,  Clapp 
&  Christian. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

Accordingly,  §§  1245.2  and  1246.1  and 
their  captions  of  Subchapter  C  of 
Chapter 'X  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  are  rev'ised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1245.2  Report  of  service  and  compensa¬ 
tion  of  railroad  employees  by  class. 

Each  Class  I.  line-haul  railroad  is  re¬ 
quired  to  file  a  Report  of  Service  and 
Compensation  of  Railroad  Employees 
by  Class  (Form  RSC)  for  each  calen¬ 
dar  year.  The  report  must  be  filed 
with  the  Bureau  of  Accounts.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20423  within  forty-five 
days  of  the  close  of  the  reporting 
period. 

§  1246.1  Preliminary  wage  report. 

Each  Class  I,  line-haul  railroad  is  re¬ 
quired  to  file  a  Preliminary  Wage 
Report  (Form  PWR)  each  month.  The 
report  should  be  mailed  to  Bureau  of 
Accounts,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C.  20423  by 
the  end  of  the  month  to  w-hich  it  ap¬ 
plies. 

Section  1245.7  is  revised  in  its  entire¬ 
ty  to  read  as  set  forth  below: 


§  1245.7  Appendix — Forms  A  and  B. 
Annual  Report  of  Employees  Service  and  Compensation  Form  A 


Pull  name  of  reporting  company . 

Miles  of  line  covered  by  this  report  ■ 


Year  of  IB- 


Division  No. 

Reporting  division  (1> 

Column  headings 

lOe.  EXECUTIVES.  OFFICIALS.  AND  STAFF  ASSISTANTS 

101 . . 

(2)  Number  of  employees 
w’ho  received  pay  during 
year 

SERVICE  HOURS 

102  _ 

108 . . . 

104 . 

.  Regional  and  Division  Officers.  Assistants  and  Staff 
Assistants. 

lOS . 

lOfi . 

(3)  Time  actually  worked 
and  paid  for  at  straight 
time  rates. 

(4)  Overtime  paid  for  at 
punitive  rates. 

(5)  Time  paid  for  but  not 
worked 

(6)  Total  time  paid  for. 

107 . . 

108 . 

100 . 

nication  and  Signals. 

.  Supervisors  and  General  Foremen,  Maintenance  of 
Equipment. 

.  Supervisors  and  General  Foremen.  Materials  and 
Stores. 

too.  PROFESSIONAL  AND  ADMINISTRATIVE 

201...  . . 

.  Professionals  (other  than  those  reported  in  101  and 
102). 

COMPENSATION 

(7)  Time  actually  worked 
and  paid  for  at  straight 
time  rates. 

(8)  Overtime  paid  for  at 
punitive  rates. 

(9)  Time  paid  for  but  not 
worked. 

(10)  Total. 

202 . . . . 

203 _ _ _ 

204 _  _ 

208 . . . 

206 . 

Freight  and  Other  Claim  Agents  and  Investigations . 

207  . . . 

208  . . . 

Police  Officers.  Watchmen  and  Guards  (Except  Cross¬ 
ing  and  Bridge). 

209 . . . 

ment).  Other  Investigations.  Examiners.  Instruc¬ 
tors,  and  Other  Agents  (Except  Station  Agents). 

210 . 

211 . 

212 . . . 

Clerical  Technicians  and  Clerical  Special  . 

Office  Machine  and  Data  Ekjuipment  Operators . 

213  . 

214  . . . 

General  and  Other  Clerks  (excluding  Yard  Clerks  and 
Crew  Dispatchers). 

216 . .  . . 

Building  and  Office  Attendants . 
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Annual  Report  of  Employees  Service  and  Compensation  Form  A 

Pull  name  of  reporting  company . . . 

Miles  of  line  covered  by  this  report - Year  of  19— 


Division  No. 

Reporting  division  (1) 

Column  headings 

300.  MAINTENANCE  OF  WAT  AND  STBUCTUBES 

301. 

(2)  Number  of  employees 
who  received  pay  during 
year. 

SERVICE  HOURS 

302.... 

Signals,  and  S(xle  Inspectors. 

303.... 

304.... 

306._ 

306.... 

....  Masons.  Bricklayers.  Plasterers,  and  Plumbers . . 

time  rates. 

307 .  Bridge  and  Building  Helpers  and  Apprentices . 

300 . - .  Bridge  and  Buiiding  Gang  and  Bridge  and  Building 

Department  Laborers. 

SO# .  Track  Gang  Porenren  (Section  Gang.  Extra  Gang)  ....... 

310  .  Section,  Extra  and  Other  Maintenance  of  Way  Labor¬ 

ers. 

311  .  Portable  Equipment  and  Pumping  Equipment  Opera¬ 

tors  and  Helpers. 

312  .  Gang  F'orenien,  Communications  and  Signals . . 

313  .  Signalmen  and  Signal  Maintainers . 

314  . . .  Linemen  and  Groundmen  and  Communications 

Craftsmen. 

315. . .  Assistant  Signalmen  and  Assistant  Signal  Maintainers 

316  .  Signal  Helpers  and  Signal  Maintainer  Helpers . 

317  .  Camp  Car  Cooks . 


(4)  Overtime  paid  for  at 
punitive  rates. 

(5)  Time  paid  for  but  not 
worked. 

<6)  Total  time  paid  for 
compensation. 

(7)  Time  actually  worked 
and  paid  for  at  straight 
time  rates. 

(S>  Overtime  paid  for  at 
punitive  rates. 

(9)  Time  paid  for  but  not 
worked. 

(10)  Total 


400.  MAINTEMANCX:  OF  EQUIPtraNT  AMD  STORES 


401.. . 

402.. . 

(2)  Number  of  employees 
who  received  pay  during 
year. 

SERVICE  HOURS 

403... 

404.. . 

405.. . 

406... 

407.. . 

406.. . 

(3)  Time  actually  worked 

400... 

410.. . 

411.. . 

(4)  Overtime  paid  for  at 
punitive  rates. 

412... 

413.. . 

414.. . 

and  Stores. 

workf^. 

(6)  Total  time  paid  for 
compensation. 

(7)  Time  actually  a'orked 

415... 

416... 

and  paid  for  at  straight 

417... 

418.. . 

419.. . 

(8)  Overtime  paid  for  at 
punitive  rates. 

(9)  Time  paid  for  but  not 
work(xl. 

(10)  Total. 

420... 

500.  TRANSPORTATION.  OTHER  THAN  TRAIN  AND  ENGINE 

601. 

602. 

603. 

604 

605. 

606. 
507. 
506. 

609. 

510. 

611. 

612. 

613. 

614. 

516. 

616. 

617. 


Train  Dispatchers . 

Yardmasters  and  Assistant  Yardmasters . 

Preight.  Passenger,  and  Station  Agents . . . 

Chief  Operators  tmd  Wire  Chiefs . 

Operators,  Agent  Operators.  Clerk  Operators,  Tower- 
men. 

Yard  Clerk.s . . . 

Crew  Di.spatchers . 

Station  Masters  and  Assistants.  Supervising  Baggage 
Agents.  Baggage  Agents,  and  Assistants. 

Baggage,  Parcel  Room  and  Station  Attendants . 

General  and  Assistant  General  Foremen.  Stations, 
Warehou.ses,  Grain  Elevators,  and  Docks. 

Gang  Foremen.  Stations,  Warehouses.  Grain  Eleva¬ 
tors.  arid  Docks. 

Station.  Warehouse,  Grain  Elevator,  and  Dock  Labor¬ 
ers. 

Food  and  Lodging  Managers.  Supervisors,  and  Inspec¬ 
tors. 

Chef.s.  Coots,  and  Waiters  (Restaurant  and  Dining 
Car). 

Marine  Officers  and  Workers  and  Shore  Workers . 

Train  Attendants . 

Bridge  Operators  and  Bridge  and  Crossing  Flagmen 
and  Gatemcm. 


(2)  Number  of  employees 
who  received  pay  during 
year. 


SERVICE  HOURS 

(3)  Time  actually  worked 
and  paid  for  at  straight 
time  rates. 

(4)  Overtime  paid  for  at 
punitive  rates. 

(5)  Time  paid  for  but  not 
worked. 

(6)  Total  time  paid  for 
compensation. 

(7)  Time  actually  worked 
and  paid  for  at  straight 
time  rates. 

(8)  Overtime  paid  for  at 
punitive  rates. 

(9)  Time  paid  for  but  not 
worked. 

(10)  Total. 
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Annual  Report  op  Employees  Service  and  Compensation  Form  A 


Full  nmme  of  reportins  compAny — „„ 
Miles  of  line  covered  by  this  report  — 


Tear  of  19- 


Division  No. 

Reporting  division  (1) 

Column  headings 

SOO.  TRANSFORTATIOR,  TRAIN  AND  ENGIHR— PORK  R 

601 _ _ 

602 _ 

MIR 

_ Car  Retarder  Operators  and  Ground  Service  Employ.- 

ees. 

Who  received  pay  during 
year. 

AAA . 

SERVICE  HOURS 

605  _ 

AM 

(S)  Straight  time  actually 
worked. 

607... 

608 _ 

lectors. 

(4)  Straight  time  paid  for. 

609 _  ._ 

610  _ 

811 . 

(7)  TotaL 

812 . 

813  . 

Freight).  ■ 

COMPENSATION 

814 . 

Freight). 

(8)  Straight  time  paid  for. 

(9)  Overtime  paid  for. 

AIR 

616 _  «  . 

617. . . . 

(ID  Total. 

818 . 

619 _  _ _ 

tm-F-q 

820 . 

621 . . . 

(12)  Actually  run. 

(13)  Paid  for  but  not  run. 

(14)  Total  number  of  trips 
for  which  not  leas  than  a 
minimum  day  was  paid. 

822 . 

Freight). 

823 . 

Freight). 

preliminart  report  op  number  op 
EMPLOYEES  OP  CLASS  I  RAILWAYS 

Mail  completed  form  to  the  Bureau  of  Ac- 
coimts.  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423,  on  or  before  the 
last  day  of  the  month  to  which  the  count 
relates. 

Number  of  Employees,  Middle  of  Month, 
Male,  Female  and  Total 

Executives,  officials  and  Staff  Assistants 
Profession^  and  Adhninistrative 
Maintenance  of  Way  and  Structures 
Maintenance  of  Equipment  and  Stores 
Transportation,  other  than  Train  and 
Engine 

Tran*'uortation,  Train  and  Engine 
Total 

[FR  I>oc.  79-5968  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  sechon  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices  is  to 
give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  ntoking  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


[3410-05-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
[7  aR  Port  1402] 

POLICY  FOR  CERTAIN  COMMODITIES 
AVAILABLE  FOR  SALE 

AGENCY;  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration.  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rule. 

SUMMARY;  The  purpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  inform  the  public  that  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  (CCC) 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  the 
regulations  governing  the  Policy  for 
Certain  Commodities  Available  for 
Sale,  which  would  delete  provision  for 
publication  of  the  contents  of  the 
press  release  entitled  “CCC  Monthly 
Sales  List”  as  a  notice  in  the  F^eral 
Register.  The  proposal  is  due  to  con¬ 
siderations  of  timely  release  of  sales 
information  and  the  elimination  of  pa¬ 
perwork  and  printing  costs  inherent  in 
Federal  Register  publication.  The 
sales  list  in  press  release  form  would 
continue  to  be  issued  and  disseminated 
to  potential  buyers  and  other  interest¬ 
ed  persons  who  request  to  be  placed  on 
the  current  mailing  list. 

DATE:  Written  comments  and  recom¬ 
mendations  must  be  received  on  or 
before  May  1,  1979,  in  order  to  be  sure 
of  consideration. 

ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  are  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  written  comments  and 
recommendations  on  the  proposed 
change  to:  Sales  List  Comments,  In¬ 
ventory  Management  Division,  ASCS, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  P.O. 
Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C.  20013. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Ronald  Burgess.  ASCS.  202-447- 
2762. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  CCC  Monthly  Sales  List  is  a  docu¬ 
ment  which  authorizes  sale  of  CCC- 
ow'ned  commodities  into  cash  commod¬ 
ity  markets  at  certain  prices.  Prompt 
market  information  is  the  cornerstone 
of  the  cash  commodity  trading  system. 
Procedures  related  to  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  publication  do  not  lend  them.selves 
to  prompt  and  timely  release  of  sales 
information.  Delayed  publication  de¬ 
feats  the  purpose  of  the  document. 
Discontinuance  of  publication  of  the 
CCC  Monthly  Sales  list  as  a  Notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  would  result  in 


a  savings  of  paper  work  and  printing 
costs.  In  accordance  with  the  above  it 
is  proposed  that  7  CFR  1402.101  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Proposed  Rule 
§  1402.101  General. 

To  facilitate  trade  in  private  trade 
channels  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  will  disseminate  general  sales 
offering  information  via  press  release. 
Since  carrying  charges  must  be  incor¬ 
porated  in  statutory  minimum  prices 
for  certain  commodities  and  since  such 
carrying  charges  are  conveniently  ac¬ 
crued  on  a  monthly  basis,  a  Monthly 
Sales  List  will  be  published  in  press  re¬ 
lease  form.  The  Monthly  Sales  list  will 
be  completely  revised  and  republished 
by  press  release  at  the  beginning  of 
each  month  and  amended  as  necessary 
during  the  month.  The  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  reserves  the  right 
to  make  any  amendments  deleting  or 
adding  to  the  provisions  of  the  Month¬ 
ly  Sales  List  or  changing  prices  or 
methods  of  sale,  including  but  not  lim¬ 
ited  to,  changes  in  the  minimum  price 
percentage,  markups  and  carrying 
charges.  These  lists  are  issued  for  the 
purpose  of  public  information  and  do 
not  constitute  an  offer  to  sell  by  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  or  an 
invitation  for  offers  to  purchase  from 
the  Corporation.  The  Monthly  Sales 
List  will  set  forth  either  the  prices  or 
the  pricing  basis  at  which  commodity 
holdings  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  are  available  for  sale  for 
domestic  unrestricted  use,  for  export, 
and  redemption  of  payment-in-kind 
certificates.  Information  concerning 
barter  and  credit  will  also  be  included. 
To  be  placed  on  the  mailing  list  for 
the  Monthly  Sales  List  press  release, 
application^  should  be  made  to  the  Di¬ 
rector.  Inventory  Management  Divi¬ 
sion.  ASCS.  USDA  Washington.  D.C. 
20013. 

Note.— The  USDA  has  determined  that 
the  proposed  action  is  not  considered  to  be 
significant  under  the  procedures  and  crite¬ 
ria  prescribed  by  Executive  Order  12044  and 
as  implemented  by  interim  Department  of 
Agriculture  guidelines  (43  FR  50988,  Novem¬ 
ber  1.  1978). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  16.  1979. 

Rat  Fitzgerald, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6069  Filed  2-28-79:  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Fadofol  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-SO-65] 

DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA 
LOW  ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND 
REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area,  Chester,  S.C 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Withdrawal  of  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY;  The  new  NDB  Runway 
35  standard  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  developed  for  Chester  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport  has  been  determined  un¬ 
suitable  by  the  sponsor  for  environ¬ 
mental  reasons.  The  need  no  longer 
exists  for  designation  of  controlled  air¬ 
space  to  protect  aircraft  executing  the 
procedure. 

DATEIS:  The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  Thursday.  November  30.  1978 
(43  FR  56052).  which  proposed  the  al¬ 
teration  of  the  Chester.  South  Caroli¬ 
na,  Transition  Area,  is  hereby  with¬ 
drawn.  effective  March  1.  1979. 

ADDREISS:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  Chief.  Air  Traffic  Division, 
P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Harlen  D.  Phillips.  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Georgia  30320;  telephone:  404- 
763-7646. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  D.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Lssued  in  East  Point,.  Georgia,  on 
February  15.  1979. 

George  R.  LaCaille.  ' 
Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.  79-5861  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


[4910-13-Ml 

114  CFR  Port  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-WE-15] 

PROPOSED  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  ALTERNATE 
VECTOR  AIRWAY 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
establish  alternate  vector  Airway  V- 
16S  between  Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  and 
Palm  Springs,  Calif.  This  action  would 
reduce  controller  workload  by  provid¬ 
ing  a  numbered  airway  in  an  area 
where  aircraft  are  normally  vectored. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  March  22,  1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Western  Region,  attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division.  Docket  No.  78-WE- 
15,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
15000  Aviation  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box 
92007  Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90009. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  FAA  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket, 
(AGC-24),  Room  916,  800  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still,  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division.  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  t202)  426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Western 
Region,  Attention:  Chief.  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  15000  Aviation  Boulevard,  P.O. 
Box  92007  Worldway  Postal  Center, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90009.  All  commu¬ 
nications  received  on  or  before  March 
22,  1979  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 


for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM  ♦ 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attention: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  (202) 
426-8058.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  docket  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRMs  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  C  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  that  would  designate  V-16 
south  alternate  airway  from  Los  Ange¬ 
les,  Calif.,  to  Palm  Springs,  Calif.,  via 
March,  Calif.  This  amendment  would 
designate  a  numbered  airway  between 
Los  Angeles  and  Palm  Springs  in  an 
area  where  aircraft  are  normally  vec¬ 
tored.  This  action  would  provide  char¬ 
tered  radials  and  minimum  altitude  in¬ 
formation,  and  reduce  controller  work¬ 
load  around  the  Los  Angeles  terminal 
area.  Subpart  C  of  Part  71  was  repub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1979  (44  FR  307). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  proposes  to 
amend  §71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  as  republished  (44  PR  307)  as 
follows: 

In  §71.123 

Under  V-16  "Palm  Springs,  Calif.:  Blythe, 
Calif.;"  would  be  deleted  and  "Palm  Springs, 
Calif.,  including  a  S  alternate  from  Los  An¬ 
geles  vda  Los  Angeles  138°T  (123°M)  and 
Seal  Beach,  Calif.,  287“T  (272'M)  radials: 
Seal  Beach:  March,  Calif.;  INT  March  068'T 
(653‘^M)  Palm  Springs  273°T  (258°M)  radials; 
to  Palm  Springs;  Blythe,  Calif.;"  would  be 
substituted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)); 
sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(0);  and  14  CFR  11.65.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
dcKument  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  under  the  proce¬ 
dures  and  criteria  prescribed  by  Executive 
Order  12044  and  implemented  by  interim 
Department  of  Transportation  guidelines 
(43  FR  9582:  March  8, 1978.) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  13,  1979. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FR  Doc.  79-5859  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

[14  CFR  Port  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-RM-03] 

DURANGO,  COLO. 

Altarotion  of  Transition  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  (RNRM). 

SUMMARY:  This  NPRM  proposes  to 
alter  the  Durango,  Colorado  1,200' 
transition  area.  A  new  holding  pattern 
on  a  proposed  ainvay  from  the  Duran¬ 
go  VOR  requires  the  establishment  of 
controlled  airspace  to  encompass  the 
holding  pattern. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  March  14,  1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  Attn:  ARM-500,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
10455  East  25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo¬ 
rado  80010. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Joseph  T.  Taber,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Specialist,  Operations,  Pro¬ 
cedures  and  Airspace  Branch  (ARM- 
530),  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Rocky 
Mountain  Region,  10455  East  25th 
Avenue,  Aurora,  Colorado  80010; 
telephone  (303)  837-3937. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  be  submitted  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
10455  East  25th  Avenue,  Aurora,  Colo¬ 
rado  80010.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
No  public  hearing  is  contemplated  at 
this  time,  but  arrangements  for  infor¬ 
mal  conferences  with  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  officials  may  be  made 
by  contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views,  or  ar- 
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guments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in 
writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Office  of  Public  Affairs.  Attention; 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430. 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  (202) 
426-8058.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRM’s  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
to  alter  the  Durango.  Colorado  1,200’ 
transition  area.  The  establishment  of 
a  new  aim'ay  between  the  Durango. 
Colorado  VOR  and  the  Gunnison, 
Colorado  VOR.  issued  in  a  separate 
NPRM.  is  proposed  to  facilitate  oper¬ 
ations  to  and  from  Durango,  Colorado. 
The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
desires  to  establish  a  holding  pattern 
on  the  proposed  new  airway  northeast 
of  the  Durango  VOR.  and  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  designate  1,200'  controlled  air¬ 
space  to  encompass  the  holding  pat¬ 
tern.  Accordingly,  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  proposes  to 
amend  subpart  G  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  Part  71  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  as  follows: 

By  amending  71.181  so  as  to  alter 
the  following  transition  area  to  read; 

Durango,  Colo. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  the  La  Plata  County  Airport  (latitude 
37'09T2'’  N..  longitude  107*45'04’'  W.)  and 
within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  Durango 
VOR  224*  T  radial  extending  from  the  7- 
mile  radius  area  to  17.5  miles  southwest  of 
the  VOR;  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  0.5  miles  southeast  and  6  miles 
northwest  of  the  Durango  VOR  224*  and 
044’  radials,  extending  from  8  miles  north¬ 
east  to  25  miles  southwest  of  the  VOR;  and 
that  airspace  bounded  on  the  west  by  V421. 
the  south  by  V210,  the  east  and  north  by 
V421  excluding  that  airspace  which  coin¬ 
cides  with  the  Alamosa,  Colorado,  Gunni¬ 
son,  Colorado,  and  Farmington,  New  Mexico 
transition  areas. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Joseph  T.  Taber,  Air  Traffic 


Division,  and  Daniel  J.  Peterson,  office 
of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Rocky  Moun¬ 
tain  Region. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a)).  and  of  section  6(c) 
of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821  and 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Issued  in  Aurora.  Colorado  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1979. 

M.  M.  Martin, 
Director. 

Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  70-5844  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

[14  CFR  Port  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-SO-13] 

DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  AREA 
LOW  ROUTES,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND 
REPORTING  POINTS 

Proposed  Alterolion  of  Transition  Area, 
Chester,  South  Carolina 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  will 
alter  the  existing  Chester,  South 
Carolina.  Transition  Area  and  will 
lower  the  base  of  controlled  airspace 
north  of  Chester  Municipal  Airport 
from  1200  to  700  feet  AGL  to  accom¬ 
modate  Instrument  Flight  Rule  (IFR) 
operations.  A  public  use  instrument 
approach  procedure  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  for  the  Chester  Municipal  Air¬ 
port.  and  the  additional  controlled  air¬ 
space  is  required  to  protect  aircraft 
conducting  Instrument  Flight  Rule 
(IFR)  operations. 

DATES;  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before:  April  9, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to;  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration.  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta^  Georgia 
30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and  Pro¬ 
cedures  Branch.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  P.O.  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta.  Georgia  30320;  telephone:  404- 
763-7646. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 


Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  ruiemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Southern 
Region.  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion.  Attention;  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta.  Geor¬ 
gia  30320.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  April  9,  1979,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  All  comments  submitted  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the 
Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons.  A  report  summariz¬ 
ing  each  public  contact  with  FAA  per¬ 
sonnel  concerned  with  this  rulemaking 
will  be  filed  in  the  public,  regulatory 
docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Office  of  Public  Affairs.  Attention: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430. 
800  Indep>endence  Avenue,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20591.  or  by  calling  (202) 
426-8058.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRMs  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  conisdering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  to  alter  the  Chester,  South 
Carolina,  Transition  Area.  This  action 
will  provide  controlled  airspace  protec¬ 
tion  for  IFR  operations  at  the  Chester 
Municipal  Airport.  The  NDB  Runway 
17  standard  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  utilizing  the  Chester  (nonfed- 
eral)  nondirectional  radio  beacon  is 
proposed  in  conjunction  with  the  al¬ 
teration  of  this  Transition  Area.  * 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Subpart  G.  §71.181  (44  FR  442),  of 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  by  adding  the 
following: 

Chester.  S.C. 

“•  •  •  within  three  miles  each  side  of  the 
353’  bearing  from  the  Chester  RBN  (Lat. 
34’46  56"  N.,  Long.  81’11'48  W.).  from  the  7- 
mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles  north  of  the 
RBN . 
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(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and 
sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)).) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  in¬ 
volves  a  proposed  regulation  which  is  not 
considered  to  be  significant  under  the  proce¬ 
dures  and  criteria  prescribed  by  Executive 
Order  12044  and  as  implemented  by  interim 
Department  of  Transportation  guidelines 
(43  FR  9582;  March  8,  1978). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on 
February  16, 1979. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 
Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5849  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

[14  CFR  Port  71] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  79-CE-41 
TRANSITION  AREA— BROOKFIELD,  MO. 
Proposed  Designation 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION;  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  (NPRM). 

SUMMARY:  This  Notice  proposes  to 
designate  a  700-foot  transition  area  at 
Brookfield,  Missouri  to  provide  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  for  aircraft  executing 
a  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
to  the  Brookfield.  Missouri  Municipal 
Airport  which  is  based  on  the  Non-di- 
rectional  Radio  Beaxxin  (NDB)  being 
installed  on  the  airport. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  April  5, 1979. 

ADDRESSEES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief,  Operations,  Procedures 
and  Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion,  ACE-530,  601  East  12th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106,  Tele¬ 
phone  (816)  374-3408. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Central  Region.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Room  1558,  601  East 
12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Oper¬ 
ations,  Prcxsedures  and  Airspace 
Branch.  Air  Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Dwaine  E.  Hiland,  Airspace  Special¬ 
ist,  Operations,  Procedures,  and  Air¬ 
space  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
ACE-537,  FAA,  Central  Region,  601 
East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri  64106,  Telephone  (816)  374- 
3408. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 


CoiiMENTS  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rule  making  by  sub¬ 
mitting  such  written  data,  views  or  ar¬ 
guments  as  they  may  desire.  Commu¬ 
nications  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number,  and  be  submitted  in 
duplicate  to  the  Operations,  Proce¬ 
dures  and  Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traf- 
fice  Division.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas 
City.  Missouri  64106.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  on  or  before  April  5, 
1979  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  Notice 
may  be  changed  in  light  of  the  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  received 
will  be  available  both  before  and  after 
the  closing  date  for  comments  in  the 
Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Availabiuty  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  NPRM  by  submitting  a  re(iuest  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106  or  by  calling  (816) 
374-3408.  Communications  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  notice  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  further  NPRMs  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G,  §71.181  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
71.181)  by  designating  a  700-foot  tran¬ 
sition  area  at  Brookfield,  Missouri.  To 
enhance  airport  usage  by  providing  in¬ 
strument  approach  capability  to  the 
Brookfield  Municipal  Airport,  the  City 
of  Brookfield,  Missouri  is  installing  an 
NDB  on  the  sdrport.  This  radio  facility 
provides  new  navigational  guidance 
for  aircraft  utilizing  the  airport.  The 
establishment  of  a  new  instriunent  ap-> 
proach  procedure  based  on  this  naid- 
gational  aid  entails  designation  of  a 
transition  area  at  Brookfield.  Missouri 
at  and  above  700  feet  above  ground 
level  (AGL)  within  which  aircraft  are 
provided  air  traffic  control  service. 
The  intended  effect  of  this  action  is  to 
ensure  segregation  of  aircraft  using 
the  approach  procedure  under  Instru¬ 
ment  Flight  Rules  (IFR)  and  other 
aircraft  operating  under  Visual  Flight 
Rules  (VFH). 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Subpart  G,  §71.181,  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71.181) 
as  republished  on  January  2,  1979,  (44 
FR  442)  by  adding  the  following  new 
transition  area: 


Brookfield,  Mo. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Brookfield  Municipal  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  39*45'40"N;  longitude  93*06T7"W)  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  320’  bearing 
from  the  Bnxikfield,  Missouri  nondirec- 
tional  beacon  (latitude  39°45'55"N;  longitude 
93°06'39"W).  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  northwest  of  the  Non- 
directional  Beacon. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Avaition  Act  of  1958  as 
amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348);  Sec.  6(c),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c));  Sec.  11.61  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  11.61).) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  considered  to  be  significant 
under  the  procedures  and  criteria  prescribed 
by  Executive  Order  12044  and  as  imple¬ 
mented  by  interim  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  guidelines  (43  FR  9582;  March  8. 
1978). 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
February  15,  1979. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr., 
Director, 
Central  Region. 

(PR  Doc.  79-5851  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

[14  cm  7aft71] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  79-WE-4] 

LAS  VEGAS,  NEV. 

TropMod  AHarotion  of  TranMtien  Area 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACmON:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
alter  the  transition  areas  at  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada,  to  provide  additional  con¬ 
trolled  airspace  for  radar  vector  serv¬ 
ices  to  be  provided  by  Nellis  Range 
Control. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  March  20, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Chief.  Airspace  and  Proce¬ 
dures  Branch.  AWE-530,  15000  Avi¬ 
ation  Boulevard,  Lawndale,  California, 
90261.  A  public  docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  in  the  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  15000  Aviation  Boule¬ 
vard.  Lawndale,  California,  90261, 
Telephone:  (213)  536-6270. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Thomas  W.  Binczak,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion.  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion.  15000  Aviation  Boulevard, 
Lawndale,  California,  90261.  Tele¬ 
phone:  (213) 536-6182. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

CoMifENTS  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  Airspace 
Docket  Number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Chief.  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch.  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  15000  Aviation  Boule¬ 
vard.  Lawndale,  California,  90261.  All 
conununications  received  on  or  before 
March  20.  1979,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  received  will  be  available  both 
before  and  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments  in  the  Rules  Docket  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  dopy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures 
Branch.  AWE-S30.  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard.  Lawndale,  California, 
90261,  or  by  calling  (213)  536-6180. 
Communications  must  identify  the 
notice  number  of  Uiis  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRMs  shduld  also  re¬ 
quest  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circular  No. 
11-2  which  describes  the  application 
procedures. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  authors  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  are  Thomas  W.  Binczak,  Air 
Traffic  Division  and  DeWitte  T. 
Lawson.  Jr.,  Esquire,  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel,  Western  Region. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  71)  to  alter  the  Las  Vegas, 
Nevada,  transition  area.  This  action 
will  provide  additional  controlled  air¬ 
space  for  radar  vector  service  to  be 
provided  by  Nellis  Range  Control. 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
follows: 

71.181  [Amendedl 

Las  Vegas,  Nev. 

Delete  the  period  following  “to  point  of 
beginning",  and  substitute  the  following: 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  7,700 
feet  MSL  beginning  a  latitude  36°S1'00"  N.. 
longitude  116°33  30"  W.,  to  latitude  36  5100" 
N..  longitude  116°08  00"  W..  to  latitude 
37  00  00"  N..  longitude  116"08'00"  W..  to  lati¬ 
tude  37  00  00'  N.,  longitude  115‘’23'00 "  W..  to 


latitude  36*5800"  N..  longitude  115*23  00" 
W..  to  latitude  36*5800"  N..  longitude 
115*55  00"  W..  to  latitude  36*4100  "  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  115*55  00  "  W..  to  latitude  36*4100"  N.. 
longitude  116*26'30''  W..  to  latitude  36°46'00" 
N.,  longitude  116*26'30''  W.,  thence  to  point 
of  beginning  and  that  airspace  extending 
upward  from  9700  feet  MSL  beginning  at 
latitude  36*5100  "  N.,  longitude  116*33'30" 
W.,  thence  via  latitude  36*5 1'OO"  N..  to  the 
northeast  boundary  of  V-135,  thence  north 
along  the  northeast/east  boundaries  of  V- 
135  to  the  south  boundary  of  V-244,  thence 
east  via  the  south  boundary  of  V-244  and  V- 
293  to  the  northwest  boundary  of  V-21, 
thence  southwest  via  the  boundary  of  V-21 
to  latitude  36*58  00''  N..  thence  via  latitude 
36*58  00  "  N..  to  longitude  115*23  00  "  W.,  to 
latitude  37*0000""  N..  longitude  115*23  00" 
W.,  to  latitude  37*00"00"'  N..  longitude 
116*08  00  "  W.,  to  latitude  36*51 00 "  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  116*08'00''  W.,  thence  to  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 

(Sec.  307  (a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  UJS.C.  1348  (a»:  Sec.  6 
(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655  (c)  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

Note.— The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Economic  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive  Order  11821,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  11949,  and 
OMB  Circular  A- 107. 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles.  California,  on 
February  9,  1979. 

Leon  C,  Daugherty, 
Director,  Western  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5860  Filed  2-28-79:  8:45  ami 


[4910-13-M] 

[14  CFR  Part  73] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  78-RM-321 

ALTERATION  OF  RESTRICTED  AREA 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
change  the  time  of  designation  for  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  R-7001  from  its  current 
designated  hours  and  date  to  “Inter¬ 
mittent.”  In  addition,  R-7001  would  be 
vertically  segmented  as  R-7001 A  and 
R-7001B.  There  would  be  no  change  to 
the  current  lateral  and  vertical  limits 
of  the  Restricted  Area.  The  additional 
time  is  necessary  for  the  U.S.  Army  to 
conduct  its  expanded  training  pro¬ 
grams  and  exercises. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  March  26, 1979, 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Rocky  Mountain  Region,  attention. 
Chief.  Air  Traffic  Division,  Docket  No. 
78-RM-32,  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  10455  East  25th  Avenue, 
Aurora,  Colo.  80010. 


The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  FAA  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel.  Rules  Docket 
(AGC-24),  Room  916,  800  Indepen¬ 
dence  Avenue.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Lewis  W.  Still.  Airspace  Regula¬ 
tions  Branch  (AAT-230).  Airspace 
and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division.  Air 
Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20591;  telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate 
in  the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  written  data,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  as  they  may  desire.  Communi¬ 
cations  should  identify  the  airspace 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Director,  Rocky 
Mountain  Region,  Attention:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  10455  East  25th 
Avenue.  Aurora.  Colo.  80010.  All  com- 
mimications  received  on  or  before 
March  26.  1979  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All  com¬ 
ments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  rules  docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM)  by  submitting  a  request  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Attention: 
Public  Information  Center,  APA-430, 
800  Independence  Avenue.  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  (202 
426-8058.  communications  must  identi¬ 
fy  the  docket  number  of  this  NPRM. 
Persons  interested  in  being  placed  on  a 
mailing  list  for  future  NPRMs  should 
also  request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circu¬ 
lar  No.  11-2  which  describes  the  appli¬ 
cation  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  regulations  (14  CFR  Part  73) 
that  would  alter  the  description  of  Re¬ 
stricted  Area  R-7001  changing  the 
time  of  designation  to  “Intermittent.” 
At  the  present  time  it  is  designated  as 
“Prom  0430  to  2400  local  time  March  1 
through  November  30.”  This  alter¬ 
ation  would  allow  more  flexibility  for 
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training  required  by  the  U^.  Army  for 
air-to-ground  firing  and  the  increased 
artillery  training.  The  proposed  addi¬ 
tional  activities  would  be  conducted 
within  the  current  boundaries  of  R- 
7001.  Also.  R-7001  would  be  vertically 
segmented  as  R-7001A  and  R-7001B  so 
that  portions  of  this  joint-use  restrict¬ 
ed  area  could  be  available  to  nonparti¬ 
cipating  aircraft  when  the  military  is 
not  using  a  segment  of  the  airspace. 
The  using  agency  (Adjutant  General, 
State  of  Wyoming)  will  serve  as  lead 
agency  for  purposes  of  compliance 
with  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act.  Comments  on  any  land-use 
problems  can  be  addressed  to  Hans  W. 
Hoffmann,  Regional  Representative, 
Department  of  the  Army,  PAA,  10455 
East  25th  Avenue,  Aurora.  Colo.  80010. 
Subpart  B  of  Part  73  was  republished , 
in  the  F^eral  Register  on  January  2, 
1979,  (44  FR  718). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Administration  proposes  to 
amend  §  73.70  of  Part  73  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
73)  as  republished  (44  FH  718)  as  fol¬ 
lows; 

R-7001  Guernsey,  Wyo.,  would  be  rewrit¬ 
ten  as  follows: 

R-7001A  Guernsey,  Wyo. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat.  42°27'30"N.. 
long.  104'52'30  W.;  to  lat.  42”27'30  N..  long. 
104‘42'30"W.:  to  lat.  42“22'30"N.,  long. 
104‘42'30"W.;  to  lat.  42“20'00'N..  long. 
104°52'30"W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  but  not 
including  8,000  feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Denver  ARTCC. 

Using  Agency.  Adjutant  General,  State  of 
Wyoming. 

R-7001B  Guernsey,  Wyo. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat.  42°27'30"N., 
long.  104"52’30"W.;  to  lat.  42'27'30  "N.,  long. 
104”42'30"W.;  to  lat.  42'22-30"N.,  long. 
104”42'30"W.:  to  lat.  42'2000"N.,  long. 
104''52’30"W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  8.000  feet  MSL  to 
23,500  feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Denver  ARTCC. 

Using  agency.  Adjutant  General,  State  of 
Wyoming. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  134(a)  and  1354(a)); 
Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65.) 

Note.— The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  under  the  proce¬ 
dures  and  criteria  prescribed  by  Executive 
order  12044  and  implemented  by  interim  de¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  guidelines  (43 
FR  9582:  March  8, 1979). 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1979. 

William  W.  Broadwater, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  A  ir 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FR  Doc.  79-5858  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[1505-01-M] 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
[16  CFR  Port  13] 

[FUe  No.  781  0021;  Docket  No.  887000071 

HUK-A-POO  SPORTSWEAR,  INC,  ET  AL 

Content  Agroomont  With  Analysis  To  Aid 
Public  Comment 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  79-5084,  appearing  in  the 
issue  of  Friday,  February  16,  1979,  at 
page  10074  on  page  10075,  in  the  first 
column,  the  last  paragraph,  the  eighth 
line  down,  insert  the  phrase  “corre¬ 
sponding  in  form  and  substance  with 
the  draft  of  complaint”  between  the 
words  "complaint”  and  “here”. 


[6750-01 -M] 

[16  CFR  Port  13] 

[D(x:ket  C-2523] 

GAC  CORP.,  ET  AL 

Show  Cause  Order  with  Analysis  To  Aid  Public 
Comment 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 
ACTION;  Show  cause  order. 

SUMMARY;  The  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  has  issued  an  order  to  show 
cause  why  the  order  issued  by  the 
Commission  in  1974  against  GA(3  Cor¬ 
poration,  et  aL,  Docket  C-2523,  should 
not  be  modified.  Issuance  of  the  show 
cause  order  is  a  result  of  the  filing  by 
GAC  Corporation  and  its  subsidiaries 
of  petitions  for  reorganization  under 
Chapter  X  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Southern  District  of  Florida.  The 
Commission  proposes  to  modify  the 
1974  Order  to  take  account  of  the  re¬ 
spondents’  changed  financial  circum¬ 
stances  and  certain  additional  infor¬ 
mation  that  has  come  to  the  attention 
of  the  Commission  since  the  Order 
was  originally  issued. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  2, 1979. 

ADDRESS;  Comments  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission,  6th  St.  and 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20580. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA-HON 
CONTACrr: 


James  D.  Tangires,  Attorney, 
Bureau  of  Consumer  Protection/PC, 
Division  of  Compliance,  Washington, 
D.C.  20580.  Telephone  (202)  634- 
1449. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA-HON: 
Pursuant  to  Section  6(f)  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Trade  Commission  Act,  38  Stat.  721, 
15  U.S.C.  46  and  §  3.72(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  (16  CFR 
3.72(b)),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  following  “Show  Cause  Order” 
and  an  explanation  thereof,  having 
been  filed  with  and  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  has  been  placed  on  the  public 
record  for  a  perlocl  of  thirty  (30)  days. 
Public  comment  is  Invited.  Such  com¬ 
ments  or  views  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  and  will  be  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  at  its  prin¬ 
cipal  office  in  accorclance  with 
§4.9(b)(14)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  (16  CFTl  4.9(b)(14)). 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 
Secretary. 

Show  Cause  Order 

Whereas,  the  Federal  ’Trade  Com¬ 
mission  on  July  23,  1974  issued  an 
order  (hereafter  sometimes  referred  to 
as  “the  Commission  Order  of  1974”)  to 
cease  and  desist  against  GAC  Corpora¬ 
tion,  GAC  FToperties,  Inc.,  and  GAC 
I*roperties,  Inc.  of  Arizona  and  their 
subsidiaries  (hereafter  referred  to  as 
“respondent”)  which  required,  in  part, 
respondent  to  make  certain  cash  re¬ 
funds,  assure  an  adequate  supply  of 
potable  water  and  an  ^equate  sewage 
system,  and  exchange  land  in  various 
subdivisions  being  developed  by  re¬ 
spondent  in  Florida,  and 
Whereas,  this  order  was  served  on 
the  respondent  on  August  12,  1974, 
and  became  final  and  enforceable  by 
operation  of  law  on  October  11,  1974, 
and 

Whereas,  in  December,  1975  and 
January,  1976  proceedings  were  com¬ 
menced  involving  this  same  resixtnd- 
ent  in  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida 
which  have  resulted  in  the  Bankrupt¬ 
cy  Judge  of  that  Court  approving 
Chapter  X  Petitions  for  corporate  re¬ 
organization  for  this  respondent  under 
the  provisions  of  Chapter  X  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bankruptcy  Act,  and 
Whereas,  the  Bankruptcy  Court  in 
the  aforementioned  reorganization 
proceedings  has  appointed  Co-Trust¬ 
ees  who  have  taken  over  the  control 
and  custody  of  the  assets  of  the  re¬ 
spondent  and  have  been  authorized 
and  directed  by  the  Bankruptcy  Court 
to  conduct  the  business  operations  of 
the  respondent  pending  the  formula¬ 
tion  and  confirmation  of  a  plan  of  re¬ 
organization  in  these  proceedings,  and 
Whereas,  it  has  come  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission  that  with  re- 
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sped  to  Sections  II,  III,  IV,  VI  and  X 
of  the  Commission's  Order  of  1974 
which  sections  require  further  actions 
and  expenditures  by  the  respondent 
such  economic  burdens  and  liabilities 
are  not  possible  for  the  reorganized 
company  under  a  successful  Chapter 
X  plan  of  reorganization,  and 

Whereas,  an  agreement  has  been 
reached  with  the  aforesaid  Chapter  X 
Co-Trustees  as  to  the  continuing  obli¬ 
gations  which  could  be  imposed  upon 
the  reorganized  company  in  such  a 
manner  as  w'ould  permit  a  successful 
reorganization,  and 

Whereas,  it  is  now  the  opinion  of  the 
Commission  that  the  public  interest 
requires  it  to  reopen  and  alter  its 
Order  of  1974,  in  part,  so  as  to  modify 
Sections  II,  III,  IV,  VI  and  X. 

Now  therefore,  it  is  hereby  ordered, 
pursuant  to  Section  5(b)  of  the  Feder¬ 
al  Trade  Commission  Act,  and  §  3.72(b) 
of  the  Commission's  Procedures  and 
Rules  of  Practice,  that  on  or  before 
the  30th  day  after  service  of  this 
notice  upon  it,  respondent  show  cause, 
if  any  there  be,  why  the  public  inter¬ 
est  does  not  require  Ithe  Commission 
to  reopen  this  proceeding  and  alter  its 
Order  of  1974  in  part  by  modifying 
Sections  II,  III,  IV,  VI  and  X.  The 
order  modifying  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974  shall  be  expressly  sub¬ 
ject  to,  and  contingent  upon,  satisfac¬ 
tion  of  all  of  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  The  incorporation  of  the  terms 
of  the  Commission  Order  of  1974,  as 
modified,  within  any  plan  of  reorgani¬ 
zation  of  the  respondent  confirmed  by 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  the  aforesaid 
Chapter  X  proceedings  (hereafter  re- 
ferr^  to  as  the  “plan  of  reorganiza¬ 
tion”)  such  incorporation  to  be  with¬ 
out  any  alterations,  substitutions, 
changes  or  deletions  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  Order  of  1974,  as  modified: 

(2)  The  incorporation  of  an  express 
provision  within  any  plan  of  reorgani¬ 
zation  of  the  respondent  confirmed  by 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  the  aforesaid 
Chapter  X  proceedings  that  the  reor¬ 
ganized  company  which  is  created 
thereby  shall  be  subject  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission  Order 
of  1974,  as  modified: 

(3)  The  incorporation  of  an  express 
provision  within  any  plan  of  reorgani¬ 
zation  of  the  respondent,  confirmed  by 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  the  aforesaid 
Chapter  X  proceedings,  that  the  reor¬ 
ganized  company  shall  stipulate  and 
agree  to  the  enforcement  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Commission  Order  of 
1974,  as  modified,  as  provided  by  law, 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  as  pro¬ 
vided  under  Section  45(1),  Title  15, 
United  States  Code.  Provided  further 
that  nothing  contained  in  the  order 
modifying  the  Commission  Order  of 
1974,  and  no  action  taken  by  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  in  the  aforesaid 
Chapter  X  proceedings,  shall  in  any 


way  restrict  the  right  of  any  lot  pur¬ 
chaser  or  title  holder  who  chooses  to 
reject  the  alternatives  provided  in  the 
Commission  Order  of  1974,  as  modi¬ 
fied,  from  filing  any  claim  he  or  she 
may  otherwise  have  against  the  re¬ 
spondent  in  the  aforesaid  Chapter  X 
proceedings:  however,  the  acceptance 
of  any  of  the  alternatives  provided 
shall  act  as  a  bar  to  the  filing  of  any 
other  claims  relating  to  the  same  land 
of  the  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder  or 
the  contract  applicable  thereto  prior 
to  confirmation  of  the  plan  of  reorga¬ 
nization. 

Upon  full  satisfaction  of  all  of  the 
above  conditions,  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974  shall  be  modified,  with¬ 
out  necessity  of  further  action  by  the 
Commission,  as  follows: 

1.  Section  II  of  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974  shall  be  modifed  by  va¬ 
cating  paragraphs  A.  B,  C,  D,  E,  F  and 
G  and  Inserting  in  lieu  thereof,  the 
following: 

A.  That  respondent  compile  a  list  of 
the  last  knowm  name  and  address  of 
all  persons  entering  into  contracts  for 
the  purchase  of  respondent's  land  who 
defaulted  on  said  contracts  and  for¬ 
feited  monies  paid  in  excess  of  the 
sum  of  the  downpayment  plus  an 
amount  equal  to  30  standard  monthly 
payments  as  stated  in  the  contract, 
said  list  to  contain  all  such  forfeitures 
from  July  1,  1968  to  October  11,  1974: 
provided,  how'ever,  that  for  contracts 
which  were  entered  into  or  amended 
as  a  result  of  an  exchange  by  which 
land  purchased  pursuant  to  a  single 
contract  was  exchanged  for  land  with 
a  higher  total  price,  the  terms  of  the 
original  contract  entered  into  by  the 
purchaser  prior  to  such  exchange 
shall  be  us^  to  compute  the  sum  of 
the  downpa3rment  and  an  amount 
equal  to  30  standard  monthly  pay¬ 
ments. 

B.  That  the  refund  payments  due  to 
purchasers  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall  be  scheduled  by  the  Co-Trustees 
and  shall  be  provided  for  in  a  con¬ 
firmed  plan  of  reorganization  as  gen- 
erai  unsecured  claims  entitled  to  pay¬ 
ment  at  no  less  a  rate  or  preference 
than  2Lny  other  general  unsecured 
claims,  including  claims  of  bond  and 
debenture  holders.  All  such  purchas¬ 
ers  shall  be  notified  of  the  disposition 
of  their  claims  in  conjunction  with  the 
notices  and  plan  materials  required  to 
be  mailed  to  creditors  under  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  Rule  10-303(e).  Upon  the 
return  of  any  notices  undelivered,  the 
purchasers  affected  shall  receive 
notice  as  directed  by  the  Bankruptcy 
Court  pursuant  to  Bankruptcy  Rule 
10-405,  fixing  a  time  not  less  than  five 
(5)  years  after  the  final  decree  closing 
the  estate  within  which  such  purchas¬ 
ers  may  claim  the  distribution  pro¬ 
vided  for  them  under  the  Plan.  Upon 
the  expiration  of  such  period,  any  dis¬ 


tribution  unclaimed  by  such  purchas¬ 
ers  shall  revert  to  the  reorganized 
company,  but  the  fair  market  value  as 
of  such  date  shall  be  added  to  the  ac¬ 
cural  Reserve  Fund  provided  for  under 
Section  III  of  the  Commission  Order 
of  1974,  as  herein  modified. 

C.  Respondent  shall  maintain,  for  a 
period  of  five  (5)  years  after  the  date 
of  the  confirmation  of  the  plan  of  re¬ 
organization  all  records  w-hich  disclose 
resopondent's  compliance  with  this 
section  of  the  order,  as  modified. 

2.  Section  III  of  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974  shall  be  modified  by  va¬ 
cating  such  section  in  its  entirety  and 
inserting,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  following 
new  section: 

III 

It  is  further  ordered,  in  connection 
with  lot  purchasers  or  titleholders 
holding  contracts  for  or  title  to  parcels 
of  land  in  Golden  Gate  Estates  (for 
purpose  of  this  section,  “titleholders" 
shall  not  include  persons  who  acquired 
such  title  from  Collier  County,  Florida 
by  tax  deed): 

A.  That  respondent  shall  make  avail¬ 
able  to  each  lot  purchaser  or  title 
holder  of  parcels  of  land  in  Golden 
Gate  Estates  which  are  South  of  Stew¬ 
art  Boulevard  the  choice  of  one  of  the 
following  alternatives: 

1.  Each  lot  purchaser  or  title  holder 
may  choose  to  deed  his  property  to  re¬ 
spondent  upon  the  Co-Trustees'  sched¬ 
uling  his  or  her  claim  for  all  principal 
and  interest  paid  to  respondent  and 
the  provision  for  such  claims  as  unse¬ 
cured  claims  in  a  confirmed  plan  of  re¬ 
organization.  Claims  hereunder  shall 
be  allowed  in  full,  or  in  pro  rata 
amounts  totalling  not  more  than 
$18,000,000  which  is  the  maximum 
amount  of  claims  that  will  be  allowed 
under  this  paragraph.  Claims  under 
this  paragraph  shail  be  treated  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

a.  Payments  made  by  lot  purchasers 
or  titleholders  subsequent  to  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1975  shall  be  granted  priority 
status  and,  in  the  event  of  a  successful 
reorganization  plan,  shall  be  paid  in 
cash: 

b.  The  ■  remainder  of  claims  under 
this  paragraph  shall  be  allowed  pro 
rata  after  deducting  the  claims  paid 
under  subparagraph  (a)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  from  the  allowable  maximum  of 
$18,000,000  as  general  unsecured 
claims  entitled  to  payment  at  no  less  a 
rate  or  preference  than  any  other  gen¬ 
eral  unsecured  claims,  including  claims 
of  bond  and  debenture  holders. 

2.  Each  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
may  choose  an  exchange  into  River 
Ranch  Acres,  on  a  tw'o-for-one  basis,  so 
that  each  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
will  receive  double  the  acreage  in 
River  Ranch  Acres  as  is  presently 
owmed  in  Golden  Gate  Estates.  The  se¬ 
lection  of  this  alternative  shall  be  Um- 
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itcd  to  the  inventory  of  land  in  River 
Ranch  Acres  owned  by  resp>ondent  as 
of  May  1,  1978,  depleted  only  by  the 
acreage  used  by  respondent  to  comply 
with  Section  IV  of  this  Order.  In  the 
event  a  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
who  has  elected  this  alternative  is 
unable  to  receive  the  double  acreage  in 
River  Ranch  Acres  as  provided  by  this 
paragraph,  respondent  shall  notify, 
each  such  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
in  writing  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
such  fact  becomes  known  to  respond¬ 
ent  that  the  lot  purchaser  or  title- 
holder  must  select  one  of  the  remain¬ 
ing  alternatives  in  this  Section. 

Each  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
who  chooses  this  option  shall  remain 
obligated  for  any  sums  remaining  due 
on  an  existing  contract. 

3.  EJach  single  parcel  lot  purchaser 
or  titleholder,  such  lot  comprising  ap¬ 
proximately  IVi  acres,  may  choose  an 
exchange  for  a  developed  homeslte  lot 
(which  for  purposes  of  this  Order 
shall  be  deemed  to  include  improve¬ 
ments  consisting  of  paved  streets  and 
drainage,  with  central  water  and 
sewage  service  to  the  property  line  of 
such  homesite;  standard  electrical 
service  shall  be  available,  at  nominal 
charge,  to  each  homesite  within  180 
days  of  the  issuance  of  a  building 
permit)  in  the  Poinciana  subdivision 
with  the  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
to  pay  development  costs  of  $2,300. 
The  development  costs  to  be  paid  by 
the  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder  shall 
be  in  addition  to  any  sums  due  under 
any  existing  contract  with  respondent. 
The  development  costs  may  be  paid,  at 
the  option  of  the  lot  purchaser  or  tit¬ 
leholder,  either  in  a  lump  sum  or  in 
deferred  payments  over  not  more  than 
seven  (7)  years  at  the  rate  of  7.5%  in¬ 
terest  per  annum.  Although  develop¬ 
ment,  costs  may  be  payable  over  a 
seven  (7)  year  period,  the  homesites 
shall  be  developed  by  respondent  over 
a  three  (3)  year  period  commencing 
immediately  upon  confirmation  of  a 
plan  of  reorganization.  If  the  develop¬ 
ment  costs  are  paid  in  a  lump  sum,  re¬ 
spondent  shall  immediately  issue  a 
deed  to  the  homesite  and  cause  to  be 
issued  a  policy  of  title  insurance,  sub¬ 
ject  only  to  the  respondent’s  inventory 
of  completed  homesites  in  the  Poinci¬ 
ana  subdivision  at  the  time  the  devel¬ 
opment  costs  are  paid  in  a  lump  sum. 

4.  Each  multi-parcel  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder  may  choose  an  exchange 
for  each  2V4  acre  lot  in  Golden  Gate 
Estates  to  one  developed  homesite  lot 
in  the  Poinciana  subdivision  at  no  ad¬ 
ditional  cost  to  the  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder  except  for  a  charge  of 
$1,150  for  water  and  sewer  betterment 
fees.  The  water  and  sewer  betterment 
fees  shall  be  in  addition  to  any  sums 
due  under  any  existing  contract  with 
respondent.  The  betterment  fees  may 
be  paid,  at  the  option  of  the  lot  pur¬ 


chaser  or  titleholder,  either  in  a  lump 
sum  or  in  deferred  payments  over  not 
more  than  seven  (7)  years  at  the  rate 
of  7.5%  interest  per  annum.  Although 
such  betterment  fees  may  be  payable 
over  a  seven  (7)  year  period,  the  home- 
site  shall  be  developed  over  a  three  (3) 
year  period  commencing  immediately 
upon  confirmation  of  a  plan  of  reorga¬ 
nization.  If  such  betterment  fees  are 
paid  in  a  lump  sum,  respondent  shall 
immediately  issue  a  deed  to  the  home- 
site  and  cause  to  be  issued  a  policy  of 
title  insurance,  subject  only  to  the  re¬ 
spondent’s  inventory  of  completed  ho¬ 
mesites  in  the  Poinciana  subdivision  at 
the  time  the  betterment  fees  are  paid 
in  a  lump  sum.  After  selecting  this 
option  of  one  developed  homesite  lot 
in  the  Poinciana  subdivision,  each 
multi-parcel  lot  purchaser  or  title- 
holder  may  choose  other  alternatives 
in  this  section  in  exchange  for  any  re¬ 
maining  lands  in  excess  of  the  2V&  acre 
lot  exchanged  pursuant  to  this  para¬ 
graph. 

5.  Each  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
may  choose  an  exchange  toward  the 
land  portion  only  of  a  “Housing  Con¬ 
struction  Package’’  at  any  on-going  de¬ 
velopment  project  of  the  respondent, 
each  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder  being 
entitled  to  full  credit  for  all  paid-in 
principal  and  interest,  limited,  howev¬ 
er,  to  payments  made  to  respondent 
on  not  more  than  one  2%  acre  parcel 
of  Golden  Gate  Estates  per  exchang¬ 
ing  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder.  If  a 
lot  purchaser  or  titleholder  has  two  or 
more  Golden  Gate  Estates  parcels,  he 
or  she  may  choose  tw'o  or  more  “Hous¬ 
ing  Construction  Packages’’  or  one  or 
more  packages  for  each  2 ‘A  acres  and 
choose  other  alternatives  In  this  sec¬ 
tion  in  exchange  for  the  remaining 
land.  Lot  purchasers  or  titleholders 
choosing  this  option  shall  have  five  (5) 
years  from  the  date  of  confirmation  of 
a  plan  of  reorganization  within  which 
to  contract  for  a  housing  construction 
package  at  the  terms  (including  price) 
and  conditions  being  generally  offered 
by  the  respondent  at  the  time  such 
contract  Is  execut^ed. 

B.  For  all  lot  purchasers  or  title- 
holders  of  parcels  of  land  in  Golden 
Gate  Estates  North  of  Stewart  Boule¬ 
vard,  respondent  shall  on  the  date  of 
confirmation  of  a  plan  of  reorganiza¬ 
tion  establish  an  accrual  Reserve  Fund 
in  the  amount  of  $10,000,000.  This  Re¬ 
serve  Fund  shall  be  maintained  by  re¬ 
spondent  for  a  period  of  five  (5)  years 
following  confirmation  of  a  plan  of  re¬ 
organization  or  until  the  Reserve 
Fund  has  been  depleted  or  exhausted, 
whichever  event  occurs  first.  After  the 
fifth  year,  the  funds  under  Section  II 
which  revert  to  the  accural  Reserve 
shall  be  immediately  available  for  use 
under  this  section  to  pay  any  claim 
filed  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  five 
(5)  year  period.  All  claims  payable 


under  this  section  shall  be  paid  in  full 
on  a  first  come,  first  served  basis. 

1.  At  any  time  after  the  date  of  con¬ 
firmation  of  a  plan  of  reorganization 
of  the  respondent,  and  no  later  then 
five  (5)  years  after  such  date,  each  lot 
purchaser  or  titleholder  of  parcels  of 
land  in  Golden  Gate  Estates  North  of 
Stewart  Boulevard  may,  at  his  own  ex¬ 
pense,  have  a  test  or  tests  made  to  de¬ 
termine  the  percolation  of  his  lot  and- 
or  the  availability  of  an  adequate 
supply  of  potable  water.  The  lot  pur¬ 
chaser  or  titleholder  shall  then  pro¬ 
vide  respondent  with  such  test  report 
or  reports,  prepared  by  a  Registered 
Professional  Engineer  or  Registered 
Analytical  Laboratory,  certifying  the 
failure  of  the  lot  to  pass  a  percolation 
test  or  the  inability  to  obtain  patable 
water.  For  purposes  of  this  order,  “po¬ 
table  water’’  shall  be  defined  as  drink¬ 
able  water  that  poses  no  threat  to 
health  by  exceeding  the  maximum 
contaminant  levels  set  by  regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  under  the  Safe  Water  Drink¬ 
ing  Act,  as  provided  in  40  C.P.R.  Part 
141  as  of  the  date  of  this  Order  modi¬ 
fying  the  Commission  Order  of  1974, 
for  inorganic  and  organic  chemicals 
and  coliform  bacteria,  and  complies 
with  all  other  applicable  Federal, 
State  and  local  standards  for  individu¬ 
al  water  supply  systems. 

2.  With  respect  to  any  lot  or  parcel 
of  land  requiring  expenditures  for  re¬ 
medial  work  for  percolation  of  less 
than  $2,500,  the  first  $1,000  of  the  ex¬ 
penditures  for  remedial  work,  which 
amount  shall  include  the  cost  of 
having  the  test  or  tests  made,  shall  be 
the  responsibility  of  the  lot  purchaser 
or  titleholder.  Elach  lot  purchaser  or 
tiUeholder  shall  present  to  respondent 
a ‘test  report  or  reports  certified  by 
Registered  Professional  Elngineer  that 
the  remedial  work  will  exceed  $1,000 
but  not  be  more  than  $2,500.  Within 
thirty  (30)  days  after  receipt  of  the 
certified  report  or  reports  from  the  lot 
purchaser  or  titleholder,  respondent 
shall  at  its  option: 

a.  Pay  the  excess  of  $1,000  to  the  lot 
purchaser  or  titleholder  and  charge 
such  payment  to  the  Reserve  E^md;  or 

b.  Request  that  the  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder  pay  to  respondent  the 
actual  cost  of  doing  the  work,  but  not 
more  than  $1,000,  less  the  cost  of  the 
test  or  tests  paid  by  the  lot  purchaser 
or  titleholder,  and  subsequently  do  the 
remedial  work  itself  within  sixty  (60) 
days  and  charge  the  Reserve  F\md 
with  the  difference,  if  any,  between 
$1,000  and  the  actual  cost  of  doing  the 
work.  Such  charge  to  the  Reser\'e 
E^ind  shall  not  exceed  $1,500. 

3.  With  respect  to  any  lot  or  parcel 
of  land  requiring  expenditures  for  re¬ 
medial  work  for  percolation  in  excess 
of  $2,500,  each  lot  purchaser  or  title- 
holder  shall  present  to  respondent  a 
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test  report  or  reports  certified  by  a 
Registered  Professional  Engineer  that 
the  remedial  work  exceed  $2,500. 
Within  thirty  (30)  days  after  receipt  of 
the  certified  report  or  reports  from 
the  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder,  re¬ 
spondent  shall; 

a.  Exchange  the  lot  purchaser  or  tit¬ 
leholder  into  a  Golden  Gate  Estates 
land  parcel  North  of  Stewart  Boule¬ 
vard  of  equal  size  as  the  lot  purchas¬ 
er’s  or  titleholder’s  existing  parcel  and 
provide  the  lot  purchaser  or  title- 
holder  with  a  Registered  Professional 
Engineer’s  certificate  certifying  the 
percolation  of  such  lot  in  its  existing 
state  without  remedial  work  and  the 
availability  of  an  adequate  supply  of 
potable  w'ater  in  a  well  existing  on 
such  parcel  as  of  the  date  of  exchange; 
or 

b.  If  respondent  has  no  lots  with 
adequate  percolation  and  with  an  ade¬ 
quate  supply  of  potable  water  availa¬ 
ble  to  offer  under  subparagraph  (a)  of 
this  paragraph,  respondent  may  do  re¬ 
medial  work  for  a  cost  of  not  more 
than  $3,000  per  lot  (including  well- 
drilling)  on  available  Inventory  of  land 
North  of  Stewart  Boulevard  in  order 
to  certify  both  percolation  and  the 
availability  of  an  adequate  supply  of 
potable  water  in  an  existing  well  on 
such  parcel.  Thereafter,  respondent 
may  charge  a  lot  purchaser  or  title- 
holder  exchanged  into  such  lot  the 
actual  cost  of  the  remedial  percolation 
work  or  $1,000,  whichever  is  less 
(minus  the  amount  paid  by  such  lot 
purchaser  or  titleholder  for  remedial 
percolation  work  on  the  parcel  to  be 
exchanged  by  such  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder)  and  the  actual  (X)st  of 
well-drilling  or  $500,  whichever  is  less 
(unless  the  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
has  previously  had  a  well  drilled  on 
his  former  lot.  in  which  case  no  charge 
shall  be  made  for  well-drilling).  Re¬ 
spondent  may  thereafter,  charge  one- 
half  (Vi)  the  cost  of  remedial  work  and 
the  full  cost  of  well-drilling  up  to  $500, 
less  the  amount  received  from  the  lot 
purchaser  or  titleholder,  to  the  Re¬ 
serve  Fund;  or 

c.  If  no  parcels  in  respondent’s  in¬ 
ventory  remain  which  qualify  for  ex¬ 
change  under  subparagraphs  (a)  or  (b) 
above,  refund  to  the  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder,  in  cash,  from  the  Reserve 
Fund  all  principal  paid  in  to  respond¬ 
ent.  In  conjunction  with  the  offer  of 
such  refund,  or  if  no  funds  are  availa¬ 
ble  for  such  refund,  respondent  shall 
also  offer  the  lot  purchaser  or  title- 
holder,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  choices 
provided  in  subparagraphs  (A)  (3)-(5) 
of  this  Section. 

In  the  event  of  a  lot  exchange  or 
cash  refund  pursuant  to  this  para¬ 
graph.  the  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
shall  be  required  to  deed  his  or  her 
property  to  respondent. 


4.  With  respect  to  any  lot  purchaser 
or  titleholder  who  provides  respondent 
with  certification  of  the  inability  to 
obtain  an  adequate  supply  of  potable 
water,  respondent  shall: 

a.  Perform  such  remedial  work  as  is 
necessary  to  obtain  an  adequate 
supply  of  potable  water,  including  the 
deepening  or  shallowing  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  well  or  the  drilling  of  an  additional 
well  on  the  same  site.  The  cost  of  such 
work  shall  be  borne  by  the  respond¬ 
ent.  but  no  more  than  $500  of  the  cost 
of  such  work  may  be  charged  to  the 
Reserve  Fund; 

b.  If  the  remedial  work  under  sub- 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  paragraph  can 
not  be  performed  for  less  than  $500  or 
if  an  adequate  supply  of  potable  water 
is  not  produced  thereby,  exchange  the 
lot  purchaser  or  titleholder  into  a 
Golden  Gate  Estates  land  parcel 
North  of  Stewart  Boulevard  of  equal 
size  as  that  of  the  lot  purchaser  or  tit¬ 
leholder  and  provide  a  certificate  of  a 
Registered  Professional  Engineer  that 
the  parcel  passes  a  percolation  test  in 
its  existing  state  without  remedial 
work  and  that  an  adequate  supply  of 
potable  water  is  available  in  a  well  ex¬ 
isting  on  such  parcel  as  of  the  date  of 
the  exchange.  If  the  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder  has  not  had  a  well  drilled 
respondent  may.  as  part  of  the  ex¬ 
change,  require  a  payment  of  not  more 
than  $500  from  the  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder  to  cover  the  actual  cost  of 
drilling  the  well. 

c.  If  respondent  has  not  lots  with 
adequate  percolation  and  with  an  ade¬ 
quate  supply  of  potable  water  availa¬ 
ble  to  offer  under  subparagraph  (b)  of 
this  paragraph,  it  may  do  remedial 
work  for  a  total  cost  of  not  more  than 
$3,000  per  lot  (including  well-drilling) 
on  available  inventory  North  of  Stew¬ 
art  Boulevard  in  order  to  certify  both 
the  percolation  and  availability  of  an 
adequate  supply  of  potable  water  in  a 
well  existing  on  such  parcel  as  of  the 
date  of  exchange.  Thereafter,  respond¬ 
ent  may  charge  a  lot  purchaser  or  tit¬ 
leholder  exchanged  into  such  parcel 
the  cost  of  the  remedial  percolation 
work  or  $1,000,  whichever  is  less 
(minus  the  amount  paid  by  such  lot 
purchaser  or  titleholder  for  remedial 
percolation  work  on  the  parcel  to  be 
exchanged  by  such  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder).  Respondent  may  thereaf¬ 
ter  charge  the  Reserve  Fund  for  one- 
half  (Vi)  the  actual  cost  of  the  remedi¬ 
al  work  and  the  full  cost  of  well-drill¬ 
ing  up  to  $500,  less  the  payment  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  lot  purchaser:  or 

■d.  In  the  event  that  the  remedial 
work  or  exchange  required  by  subpar¬ 
agraphs  (a)-(c)  of  this  paragrraph 
cannot  be  performed  as  specified 
therein,  refund  to  the  lot  purchaser  or 
titleholder,  in  cash,  from  the  Reserve 
Fund,  an  principal  paid  in  to  respond¬ 
ent.  In  conjunction  with  the  offer  of 


such  refund,  or  if  no  funds  are  availa-' 
ble  for  such  refund,  respondent  shall 
also  offer  the  lot  purchaser  or  title- 
holder,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  choices 
provided  in  subparagraphs  (A)(3)-(5) 
of  this  Section. 

C.  The  appropriate  letter,  as  set 
forth  in  App>endices  (1)  or  (2)  of  this 
Order  modifying  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974.  shall  be  sent  by  re¬ 
spondent  to  all  persons  holding  con¬ 
tracts  for  or  title  to  land  in  Golden 
Gate  Estates  along  with  the  claims  bar 
order  to  be  entered  by  the  Bankruptcy 
Court  fixing  the  claims  deadline  for 
claims  relating  to  Golden  Gate  Es¬ 
tates.  Respondent  shall  take  all  rea¬ 
sonable  measures  to  obtain  the  cur¬ 
rent  mailing  address  of  such  persons, 
including  obtaining  current  addresses 
from  the  tax  rolls  of  Collier  County. 
Florida  for  the  Golden  Gate  Blstates 
subdivision. 

D.  Respondent  shall,  on  the  date  the 
Commission  accepts  the  Order  provi¬ 
sionally  modifying  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974,  immediately  establish 
an  accrual  fund  in  the  amount  of 
$200,000  to  be  used,  as  directed  by  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  or  its  rep¬ 
resentative.  to  notify  by  an  means,  in¬ 
cluding  advertising  by  newspaper, 
magazine  or  television,  persons  hold¬ 
ing  contracts  for  or  title  to  land  in 
Golden  Gate  Estates  of  the  options 
provided  in  this  Section,  and  persons 
entitled  to  refunds  under  Section  II  of 
the  Commission  Order  of  1974,  as 
modified.  No  charges  for  mailing  let¬ 
ters  under  paragraph  (C)  of  this  Sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  charged  to  this  fund.  The 
amount  required  to  be  available  under 
this  paragraph  shall  remain  available 
until  five  (5)  years  after  the  date  of 
confirmation  of  a  plan  of  reorganiza¬ 
tion  or  until  exhausted,  or  until  re¬ 
leased  by  the  Commission,  whichever 
first  occurs.  Any  funds  charged  to  the 
fund  established  by  this  paragraph 
shall  be  subsequently  charged  to  the 
accrual  Reserve  Fund  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (B)  of  this  Section. 
If  the  accrual  Reserve  Fund  is  ex¬ 
hausted  before  the  fund  established  in 
this  paragraph  is  exhausted,  no  fur¬ 
ther  funds  will  be  available  under  this 
paragraph. 

E.  Respondent  shall  maintain,  for  a 
period  of  seven  (7)  years  after  the  date 
of  confirmation  of  a  plan  of  reorgani¬ 
zation,  all  records  which  disclose  re¬ 
spondent’s  compliance  with  this  Sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Order,  as  modified. 

3.  Section  IV  of  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974  shall  be  modified  by  in¬ 
serting  after  paragraph  J  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

K.  That  it  shall  be  deemed  full  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  if  respondent  (1)  sends  a  letter,  as 
set  forth  in  Appendices  (3)  or  (4),  as 
appropriate,  to  the  Order  modifying 
the  Commission  Order  of  1974,  within 
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ninety  (90)  days  after  a  plan  of  reorga¬ 
nization  has  been  confirmed  by  the 
Bankruptcy  Court,  by  certified  mail, 
return  receipt  requested,  to  the  loth- 
olders  or  titleholders  who  remain  enti¬ 
tled  to  an  exchange  under  Section  IV 
of  the  Commission  Order  of  1974,  such 
mailing  to  continue  until  924  Remuda 
Ranch  Grants  lot  purchasers  or  title- 
holders  and  3,858  River  Ranch  Acres 
lot  purchasers  or  titleholders  acknowl¬ 
edge  receipt  thereof;  and  (2)  provides 
the  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder  with 
the  option  selected.  Each  such  lot  pur¬ 
chaser  or  titleholder  shall  be  offered 
the  choice  of  the  following  options: 

(1)  For  those  in  River  Ranch  Acres, 
additional  unimproved  land  in  River 
Ranch  Acres  equal  to  their  present 
acreage  in  size;  for  those  in  Remuda 
Ranch  Grants,  an  exchage  into  River 
Ranch  Acres,  on  a  two-for-one  basis,  so 
that  each  lot  purchaser  or  titleholder 
will  receive  double  the  acreage  in 
River  Ranch  Acres  as  is  presently 
owned  in  Remuda  Ranch  Grants;  sub¬ 
ject  only  to  the  availability  of  re¬ 
spondent’s  inventory  of  such  land  as 
of  May  1,  1978,  For  those  already 
holding  title  to  or  contracts  for  land  in 
River  Ranch  Acres,  the  additional 
acreage  offered  hereunder  shall  be 
contiguous  to  the  extent  possible. 
Offers  of  land  under  this  section  shall 
take  priority  over  exchanges  offered 
under  Section  III  of  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974,  as  modified. 

(2)  An  exchange  to  a  homesite  lot  in 
the  Poinciana  subdivision  under  the 
conditions  as  set  forth  in  Section  III 
(A)(3)-(4)  of  the  Commission  Order  of 
1974,  as  modified. 

(3)  An  exchange  to  a  Housing  con¬ 
struction  Package  at  any  on-going 
GAC  development  project  under  the 
conditions  as  set  forth  in  Section  III 
(A)(5)  of  the  Commission  Order  of 
1974,  as  modified. 

In  the  event  any  lot  purchaser  or  tit¬ 
leholder  who  acknowledges  receipt  of 
a  letter  mailed  pursuant  to  this  sec¬ 
tion  has  not  responded  within  sixty 
(60)  days,  such  recipient  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  rejected  the  alterna¬ 
tives  provided  by  this  section. 

L.  Respondent  shall  maintain,  for  a 
period  of  five  (5)  years  after  the  date 
of  confirmation  of  the  plan  of  reorga¬ 
nization,  all  records  which  disclose  re¬ 
spondent’s  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  order,  as  modified. 

4.  Section  VI  of  the  Commission  Order 
of  1974  shall  be  modified  by  inserting 
immediately  after  paragraph  (a)  the 
following; 

Provided,  however,  that  respondent 
shall  not  be  considered  in  default  of 
any  contract  hereunder  if  all  contrac¬ 
tual  obligations  covered  by  this  section 
are  assumed  by  the  company  in  a  plan 
of  reorganization  confirmed  by  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  and  such  obliga¬ 
tions  are  performed  within  the  dates 


provided  in  the  confirmed  plan  of  re¬ 
organization  but  no  later  than  1985. 

5.  Section  X  of  the  Commission 
Order  of  1974  shall  be  modified  by 
striking,  in  the  second  paragraph 
thereof,  “within  60  days  after  service 
upon  them  of  this  Order,”  and  insert¬ 
ing,  in  lieu  thereof,  “within  six 
months  after  the  date  of  confirmation 
of  a  plan  of  reorganization,  and  annu¬ 
ally  for  five  (5)  years  thereafter,”. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Carol  M.  Thomas, 
Secretary. 

[Appendices  deleted.  Attached  to  the 
order  are  letters  to  lotholders  affected  by 
sections  II,  III,  and  IV.  These  letters  au-e 
available  on  request  from  Public  Reference 
Branch.  Room  130,  Washington,  D.C.  20580. 
Telephone:  (202)  523-3598  ] 

GAC  CORP.,  ET  AL. 

ANALYSIS  OF  PROPOSED  ORDER  TO  AID  PUBLIC 
COMMENT 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has  issued 
an  order  to  show  cause  why  the  order  issued 
by  the  Commission  in  1974  against  GAC 
Corporation,  et  oL,  Docket  C-2523,  should 
not  be  modified. 

The  proposed  modification  order  has  been 
placed  on  the  public  record  for  a  period  of 
thirty  (30)  days  for  reception  of  comments 
by  interested  persons.  (Comments  received 
during  this  period  will  become  part  of  the 
public  record.  After  thirty  (30)  days,  the 
Commission  will  again  review  the  modifica¬ 
tion  order  and  the  comments  received  and 
will  either  decide  the  matter  on  the  order  to 
show  cause,  set  the  matter  for  hearing,  or 
make  such  other  disposition  as  may  be 
proper. 

/.  Introduction 

In  1974,  the  Commission  entered  into  a 
consent  agreement  with  GAC  Corporation, 
and  certain  subsidiaries  thereof,  regarding 
practices  in  the  sale  of  land.  Generally,  the 

1974  Order  contained  prohibitions  against 
deceptive  practices  in  the  sale  of  land;  provi¬ 
sion  for  partial  cash  refunds  to  certain  past 
defaulters  under  land  sales  contracts;  provi¬ 
sion  for  the  further  development  of  a  land 
subdivision  in  southern  Florida  known  as 
Golden  Gate  Estates  beyond  what  was  re¬ 
quired  in  purchasers’  original  written  con¬ 
tracts;  provision  for  an  extensive  lot  ex¬ 
change  program  for  som.e  of  the  purchasers 
in  two  other  GAC  Florida  subdivisions 
known  as  River  Ranch  Acres  and  Remuda 
Ranch  Grants;  and  provision  for  possible  re¬ 
funds  of  money  to  purchasers  of  land  from 
GAC  where  GAC  falls  to  complete  improve¬ 
ments  provided  for  in  a  purchaser’s  written 
contract  or  related  property  reports. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  1974 
Order,  GAC  filed  petitions  under  Chapter 
XI  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  in  December, 

1975  and  January,  1976.  The  proceedings 
were  subsequently  converted  to  Chapter  X 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  on  motions  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  and 
others.  Since  that  time,  GAC  has  been  oper¬ 
ated  by  Trustees  appointed  by  the  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  Court  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida. 

This  "Show  Cause  Order’’  which’,  if  finally 
adopted,  will  modify  the  Commission’s  1974 
Order  in  this  docket,  is  issued  in  recognition 


of  changed  conditions  of  fact  and  law.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  the  filing  of  the  bankruptcy  peti¬ 
tions  has  required  consideration  of  how  the 
Order  might  be  modified  so  as  to  be  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  a  plan  to  reorganize  the  company 
under  Chapter  X  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act. 
The  Commission  also  has  become  aware 
that  certain  requirements  of  the  1974  Order 
which  require  further  expenditures  by  GAC 
impose  economic  burdens  and  liabilities  on 
the  company  which  might  prevent  a  suc¬ 
cessful  plan  of  reorganization  under  Chap¬ 
ter  X,  force  Judicial  liquidation  of  the  com- 
panys’  assets,  and  not  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est. 

II.  Proposed  Modification  of  the  1974  Order 

The  1974  Order  was  divided  into  ten  (10) 
Sections.  The  Commission  proposes  to 
modify  only  Sections  II,  III,  IV.  VI  and  X. 
Other  key  Sections  of  the  Order  will  be 
summarized  briefly  even  though  no  change 
therein  is  proposed. 

Section  1.  This  Section  prohibits  a  wide 
variety  of  acts  and  practices  in  connection 
with  the  sale  of  land  by  GAC,  including  the 
requirement  for  certin  disclosures  to  be 
made  to  prospective  purchasers,  and  a  "cool¬ 
ing-off”  period  relating  to  land  sales.  This 
Section  will  not  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
modification  order  and  is  to  remain  in  effect 
after  the  company  has  been  discharged 
from  bankruptcy  proceedings. 

Section  II.  This  Section  involves  partial 
refunds  to  purchasers  who  defaulted  on 
their  contract  payments  to  GAC  prior  to 
the  effective  date  of  the  Order.  Under  the 
modified  order,  the  refund  payments  will  be 
accepted  by  the  Bankruptcy  Court  as  gener¬ 
al  unsecured  claims  and  will  be  paid  in  the 
same  manner  as  all  other  general  unsecured 
claims  under  the  plan  of  reorganization. 
This  may  mean  cash,  stock,  debt  instru¬ 
ment,  or  any  other  manner  of  payment  or¬ 
dered  by  the  Court.  No  other  general  unse¬ 
cured  claimants  are  to  be  given  priority  over 
persons  entitled  to  refunds  under  this  Sec¬ 
tion. 

The  court-appointed  ’TnLstees  will  cause 
notice  to  be  sent  to  all  persons  entitled  to 
refunds  under  this  Section  pursuant  to  the 
rules  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  Also,  GAC  will 
make  available  $200,000  for  additional  noti¬ 
fication  efforts  under  the  direction  of  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  to  Inform  lot 
purchasers  under  this  Section  and  Section 
III  of  the  Order  of  their  rights. 

Section  III.  This  Section  of  the  1974 
Order  required  GAC  to  develop  Golden 
Gate  Estates  so  that  each  lot  in  the  subdivi¬ 
sion  would  be  suitable  for  homesite  use.  Al¬ 
though  the  purchasers’  contracts  did  not  so 
provide,  the  Order  required  GAC  to  make 
electricity  and  telephone  service  available  to 
each  lot  in  Golden  Gate  Elstates  within  180 
days  after  issuance  of  a  building  permit,  and 
to  guarantee  that  water  and  sewerage, 
through  individual  or  central  systems,  could 
be  made  available  as  needed.  The  Order  also 
required  GAC  to  complete  the  installation 
of  all  platted  roads  and  drainage  canals, 
which  has  been  accomplished. 

The  1974  Order  treated  Golden  Gate  Es¬ 
tates  as  a  single  imit,  even  though  the  area 
encompasses  173  square  miles  of  varying 
types  and  degrees  of  environmental  prob¬ 
lems.  The  modification  order  breaks  the 
subdivision  into  two  parts,  north  and  south, 
using  Stewart  Boulevard  (one  of  the  main 
east- west  roads  in  the  development)  as  the 
dividing  line.  The  southern  area,  according 
to  investigations  conducted  by  the  Commis- 
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Sion’S  staff,  experiences  the  most  severe 
flooding  problems.  Furthermore,  it  is  the 
need  to  keep  the  southern  area  dry  that 
forces  overdrainage  of  the  entire  area.  The 
modification  order  attempts  to  lessen  this 
problem  by  offering  compensation  to  as 
many  lotholders  as  possible  south  of  Stew¬ 
art  ^ulevard  in  exchange  for  relinguishing 
title  to  their  land.  It  is  believed  that  this 
will  be  an  important  first  step  in  planning 
for  restoration  of  the  area. 

Much  of  the  land  north  of  Stewart  Boule¬ 
vard  appears  suitable  for  eventual  homesite 
use.  As  a  result,  the  modified  order  will  pro¬ 
vide  a  fund  to  help  lotowners  use  their  land 
for  homesite  if  they  so  wish  and  to  provide 
refunds  if  such  use  is  not  possible. 

Provisions  of  the  1974  Order  dealing  with 
telephone  and  electrical  service  will  be  de¬ 
leted.  This  action  is  proposed  in  light  of  the 
enormous  expense  such  provisions  would 
impose  on  the  reorganize  company  and 
their  contribution  to  the  problem  of  scat¬ 
tered  homesite  starts  that  has  been  one  sig¬ 
nificant  difficulty  in  planning  for  redevelop¬ 
ment  of  the  Golden  Gate  Estates  area.  The 
modified  order  will  also  delete  any  require¬ 
ment  for  central  water  and  sewerage  as  eco¬ 
nomically  impracticable,  and  will  rely  in¬ 
stead  on  aid  in  installing  individual  wells 
and  septic  tanks  in  those  areas  north  of 
Stewart  Boulevard  that  are  suitable  for 
homesite  use. 

Purchasers  south  of  Stewart  Boulevard 
will  be  offered  by  GAC  a  number  of  options 
in  exchange  for  their  land.  The  company 
will  pay  up  $18,000,009  in  claims  from  lot- 
holders  in  this  area,  either  in  full  or  on  a 
pro  rata  basis.  The  claims  will  be  treated  as 
general  unsecured  claims  in  the  same 
manner  as  under  Section  II  of  the  Order. 
Lotholders  will  also  be  offered  exchanges  to 
undeveloped  land  in  River  Ranch  Acres,  and 
fully  developed  homesite  lots  in  a  GAC  cen¬ 
tral  Florida  subdivision  known  as  Poinciana. 
Lotholders  choosing  the  Poinciaina  option 
will  receive  lots  with  roads,  drainage,  cen¬ 
tral  water,  sewers,  telephone  and  electricity 
available,  but  will  be  asked  to  pay  up  $2,300 
additionally  depending  on  the  number  of 
Golden  Gate  Estates  lots  currently  held  by 
the  purchaser  and  offered  in  exchange. 
Lotholders  will  also  be  offered  a  house  of 
their  choice  from  a  range  of  models  availa¬ 
ble  from  GAC  in  any  ongoing  GAC  develop¬ 
ment.  Lotholders  choosing  this  option  will 
receive  full  credit  for  moneys  they  have  al¬ 
ready  paid  against  the  land  portion  of  the 
housing  package,  and  will  have  up  to  five  (5) 
years  to  determine  whether  to  exchange 
their  land  for  this  package. 

For  lotholders  north  of  Stewart  Boule¬ 
vard.  GAC  w'ill  establish  a  $10,000,000  accru¬ 
al  reserve  fund  to  aid  such  purchasers  in  use 
of  their  land,  or  to  provide- refunds  if  the 
land  is  not  suitable  for  homesite  use.  The 
fund  W'ill  be  available  for  five  (5)  years.  The 
fund  is  to  be  used  to  partially  offset  ex¬ 
penses  involved  in  Installation  of  septic 
tanks  and  w'ells.  If  the  estimated  expense  of 
installing  such  individual  system  exceeds 
limits  specified  by  the  modified  order,  GAC 
will  offer  an  exchange  to  other  land  in 
Golden  Gate  Estates  which  is  suitable  for 
homesite  use.  If  no  such  land  is  available. 
GAC  will  pay  from  the  fund  all  principal 
paid-in  by  the  lot  purchaser.  Before  taking 
such  a  refund,  the  purchaser  will  be  offered 
the  exchange  to  Poinciana  discussed  above 
and  the  housing  package. 

Letters  will  be  sent  to  all  purchasers  in 
Golden  Gate  Estates  who  can  be  located 


under  the  signature  of  the  Commission.  The 
letters  will  describe  the  various  options  of¬ 
fered.  As  the  letters  point  out,  no  purchaser 
is  obligated  to  accept  any  of  the  options. 
Purchasers  in  Golden  Gate  Estates  remain 
free  to  file  their  own  proof  of  claim  with  the 
bankruptcy  court,  and  will  be  told  the  desid- 
line  for  doing  so  and  how  to  obtain  the  ap¬ 
propriate  forms. 

Section  IV.  This  Section  of  the  1974  Order 
provided  for  a  lot  exchange  program  where¬ 
by  certain  lot  purchasers  in  River  Ranch 
Acres  and  Remuda  Ranch  Grants  were  to  be 
offered  lots  in  other  GAC  subdivisions  at  no 
additional  cost  in  exchange  for  lots  they 
originally  purchased.  Although  GAC  began 
to  implement  the  exchanges  required  by 
this  Section,  the  program  was  suspended 
upon  the  filing  of  the  petitions  for  reorgani¬ 
zation  under  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  GAC  re¬ 
mains  obligated  to  offer  exchanges  to  924 
Remuda  Ranch  Grants  lot  purchasers  and 
3,858  River  Ranch  Acres  lot  purchasers. 

The  modified  order  alters  the  exchange 
program  to  take  account  of  changes  in 
GAC’s  development  plans  that  have  been 
approved  by  the  Bankruptcy  Court.  Lot- 
holders  entitled  to  exchange  offers  will  be 
offered  double  their  present  acreage  in 
River  Ranch  Acres  at  no  additional  charge; 
a  fully  developed  lot  in  Poinciana  w'ith  the 
lotholder  having  to  pay  $2,300  in  develop¬ 
ment  costs;  or  the  housing  construction 
package  as  described  under  Section  III  of 
the  modified  order.  No  refund  provision  was 
included  in  the  1974  Order  and  no  such  pro¬ 
vision  will  be  included  in  the  order  as  modi¬ 
fied. 

Section  VI.  This  Section  of  the  1974  Order 
provided  for  cash  refunds  to  lot  purchasers 
if  GAC  failed  to  complete  improvements 
provided  for  in  purchasers'  WTitten  con¬ 
tracts  or  related  property  reports.  The  Sec¬ 
tion  applied  only  to  contracts  entered  into 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  1974  Order. 

Due  to  the  company's  financial  condition 
and  the  filing  of  the  bankruptcy  petitions, 
GAC  has  not  been  able  to  perform  its  obli¬ 
gations  within  the  times  origianlly  specified. 

As  modified,  this  Section  will  continue  to 
offer  refunds  for  failure  to  perform  prom¬ 
ised  improvements,  but  the  completion 
dates  are  adjusted  to  the  dates  that  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  provided  in  the  plan  of  reorga¬ 
nization  approved  by  the  Bankruptcy  Court. 
In  any  event,  all  promised  development  obli¬ 
gations  are  to  be  completed  no  later  than 
1985. 

Section  X.  This  Section  would  be  modified 
to  require  a  compliance  report  within  six 
months  after  confirmation  by  the  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  Court  of  a  plan  of  reorganization, 
and  annually  thereafter  for  five  (5)  years. 

III.  Implementation  of  the  Modification 
•  Order 

Modification  of  the  1974  Order  is  made 
expressly  contingent  on  certain  actions  by 
the  Trustees  of  the  company  and  by  the 
Bankruptcy  Court.  The  modifies  order  is  set 
up  as  contingent  on  the  incorporation  of  the 
order  within  any  plan  of  reorganization  con¬ 
firmed  by  the  Bankruptcy  Court.  Further¬ 
more,  for  the  modification  to  occur,  the 
plan  of  reorganization  must  expressly  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  order,  as  modified,  will  be  en¬ 
forceable  against  the  reorganized  company. 

The  purpose  of  this  analysis  is  to  facili¬ 
tate  public  comment  on  the  propo^l  to 
modify  ther  1974  Commission  Order,  of  the 
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1974  Order  or  the  modification  order  or  to 
modify  in  any  way  their  terms. 

IFR  Doc.  79-6096  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[6750-01 -MJ 

[16  CFR  Part  436] 

FRANCHISING  AND  BUSINESS  OPPORTUNITIES 
VENTURES  TRADE  REGULATION  RULE 

Interprelallva  Guides 

AGENCY:  Federal  Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  the  comment 
period  for  the  interpretative  guides. 

SUMMARY:  On  February  16.  1979, 
the  Federal  Trade  Commission  voted 
to  extend,  for  two  w'eeks,  the  deadline 
for  the  submission  of  public  comments 
on  the  proposed  interpretative  guides 
to  the  Franchising  and  Business  Op¬ 
portunities  Ventures  Trade  Regula¬ 
tion  Rule,  The  extension  of  the  com¬ 
ment  period  on  the  proposed  interpre¬ 
tative  guides  does  not  change  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  Rule,  which  re¬ 
mains  July  21.  1979. 

DATE:  Con>ments  will  be  accepted  for 
the  public  record  if  received  on  or 
before  March  6.  1979. 

ADDREISS:  Send  comments  to:  John 
M.  Tifford,  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion.  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  Sixth 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20580. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

John  M.  Tifford.  Federal  Trade 
Conimission,  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
and  Sixth  Street,  N.W..  Washington, 
D.C.  20580,  202-523-1753. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  December  21.  1978,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  43  FR  59614-59753  a  final  trade 
regulation  rule  entitled  "Disclosure 
Requirements  and  Prohibitions  Con¬ 
cerning  Franchising  and  Business  Op¬ 
portunities  Ventures"  together  with 
the  Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 
for  the  rule  and  proposed  interpreta¬ 
tive  guides  to  the  rule.  Comments  on 
the  proposed  guides  were  invited  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Commission  by  Feb¬ 
ruary  20.  1979.  In  response  to  a  re¬ 
quest  for  an  extension  of  time  within 
which  to  file  comments,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  extended  this  deadline  by  two 
weeks.  Accordingly,  comments  now 
will  be  accepted  through  March  6. 
1979. 

Approved:  February  16.  1979. 

Carol  M.  Thomas. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6093  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 
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[4210-01-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[24  CFR  Port*  880,  881,  and  883] 
[Docket  No.  R-79-626] 

SECURITY  DEPOSITS 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Transmittal  of 
Proposed  Rule  to  Congress  under  Sec¬ 
tion  7(o)(2)  of  the  Department  of 
HUD  Act. 

SUMMARY:  Recently  enacted  legisla¬ 
tion  authorizes  Congress  to  review 
proposed  and  final  HUD  rules.  The 
legislation  requires  the  submittal  of 
any  rule  or  regulation  which  had  not 
been  published  for  comment  prior  to 
enactment  of  the  legislation  and 
which  did  not  appear  on  an  agenda  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  7(o)(l)  of  the  Act. 
This  Notice  lists  and  summarizes  for 
public  information  the  rule  which  the 
St?cretary  is  submitting  to  Congress. 

FOR  FUTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Burton  Bloomberg,  Director,  Office 
of  Regulations,  Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development,  451  7th 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20410 
(202) 755-6207, 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Concurrently  with  publication  of  this 
Notice,  the  Secretary  is  forwarding  to 
the  Commmittee  on  Banking,  Hous¬ 
ing.  and  Urban  Affairs  of  the  Senate 
and  the  Committee  on  Banking,  Fi¬ 
nance  and  Urban  Affairs  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  the  proposed  rule 
listed  below.  The  purpose  of  the  trans¬ 
mittal  is  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
Subsection  2(B)  of  Section  7(o)  of  the 
Department  of  HUD  Act.  The  rule  was 
inadvertently  omitted  from  the  initial 
agenda  list  transmitted  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  committeees  on  December  11, 
1978. 

Summary  of  the  proposed  rule  is  set 
forth  below. 

24  CFTt  Parts  sso,  ssi,  and  883— 
Proposed  Rule— Security  Deposits 

This  pror>osed  rule  amends  the  regu¬ 
lations  for  Section  8  New  Construc¬ 
tion.  Substantial  Rehabilitation.  Hous¬ 
ing  Finance  and  Development  Agen¬ 
cies,  and  New  Construction  Set-Aside 
for  Section  515  Rural  Rental  Housing 
Projects.  The  amendments  require:  (1) 
a  mandatory  one-month  security  de¬ 
posit  of  either  one-month’s  Gross 
Family  Contribution  or  $50,  whichever 
is  greater,  (2)  that  security  deposits  be 
placed  in  interest-bearing  accounts: 
and  (3)  that  security  deposits  be  re¬ 
turned  to  tenants  within  30  calendar 
days  after  termination  of  the  lease, 
absent  unusual  circumstances. 


tSec.  7(0),  Department  of  HUD  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  3535<d)).) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Febru¬ 
ary  22,  1979. 

Patricia  Roberts  Harris, 
Secretary,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban 
Development. 

tPR  Doc.  79-6067  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


t4910-14-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSFORATION 

Coatl  Guard 
[33  CFR  Fart  117] 

[CGD  78-170] 

DRAWBRIDGE  OPERATION  REGULATIONS 
Jamaica  Bay,  N.Y. 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACTTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  At  the  request  of  the 
New  York  City  Transit  Department  of 
Transporation  (DOT)  and  the  New 
York  City  Authority,  the  Coast  Guard 
will  consider  permitting  the  draws  of 
the  highway  and  railroad  bridges 
across  Jamaica  Bay,  North  Channel 
(Grassy  Bay),  to  remain  closed  to  navi¬ 
gation.  Both  drawbridges  are  present¬ 
ly  required  to  open  on  24-hours  notice. 
This  change  is  being  considered  be¬ 
cause  of  infrequent  openings  of  these 
draws.  This  action  will  relieve  the 
bridge  owners  of  the  responsibility  of 
supplying  draw-tenders  and  of  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  maintaining  the  operating 
machinery. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  2,  1979. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  and  are  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Commander 
(oan).  Third  Coast  Guard  District, 
Governors  Island,  New  York,  New 
York  10004. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr.  Chief,  Draw¬ 
bridge  Regulations  Branch  (G- 
WBR/73),  Room  7300,  Nassif  Build¬ 
ing,  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20590  (202-426-0942). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proposed  rule  making 
submitting  written  views,  comments, 
data  or  arguments.  Persons  submitting 
comments  should  include  their  name 
and  address,  identify  the  bridge,  and 
give  reasons  for  concurrence  with  or 
any  recommended  change  in  the  pro¬ 
posal. 

TJ;ie  Commander,  Third  Coast 
Guard  District,  will  forward  any  com¬ 
ments  received  with  his  recommenda¬ 


tions  to  the  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Headquarters.  Washington. 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  recommend  a 
course  of  final  action  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant  on  this  proposal.  The  proposed 
regulations  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

DRAFTING  INFORMATION:  The 
principal  persons  involved  in  drafting 
this  proijosal  are:  Frank  L.  Teuton,  Jr., 
Project  Manager,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems,  and  Mary 
Ann  McCabe.  Project  Attorney,  Office 
of  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  the  Proposed 
Regulations 

This  proposal  is  being  made  because 
of  limited  openings  and  because  the 
Coast  Guard  is  using  an  alternate 
method  of  bouy  tending  that  elimi¬ 
nates  the  need  for  the  majority  of 
openings  at  the  New  York  City  DOT 
highway  bridge.  Through  March  1978 
there  were  two  openings,  both  for  a 
Coast  Guard  buoy  tender,  in  1977  two 
out  of  three  openings  were  for  the 
buoy  tender,  in  1976  there  wsis  one 
opening,  in  1975  there  were  two  open¬ 
ings  and  in  1974  there  were  five  open¬ 
ings.  No  statistics  were  submitted  for 
the  New  York  City  Transit  Authority 
bridge,  however,  with  a  vertical  clear¬ 
ance  of  26  feet  versus  20  feet  for  the 
New  York  City  DOT  bridge,  the  draw 
was  probably  opened  even  less  fre¬ 
quently.  ’There  is  an  alternate  route 
available  through  Jamaica  Bay,  South 
Channel  (Beach  Channel).  The  fixed 
highway  bridge  through  South  Chan¬ 
nel  provides  a  clearance  of  52  feet. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be 
amended  by: 

PART  117— DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION  REGULATIONS 

1.  Revising  paragraph  (c)  of  §  117.175 
to  read  as  set  forth  below  and  by  de¬ 
leting  the  note  after  §  117.175(d)  be¬ 
cause  the  drawbridge  to  which  it 
refers  is  no  longer  a  part  of  §  117.175. 

§117.175  Jamaica  Bay  and  connecting  wa¬ 
terways,  New  York. 

***** 

(c)  New  York  City  Department  of 
Transporation  highway  bridge  at  Ja¬ 
maica  Bay  Boulevard  and  New  York 
City  Transit  Authority  railroad  bridge, 
both  across  Jamaica  Bay.  North  Chan¬ 
nel  (Grassy  Bay).  The  draws  of  these 
bridges  need  not  open  for  the  passage 
of  vessels. 

•  •  «  •  • 
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(Sec.  5.  28  Stat.  362.  as  amended,  sec. 
6(gK2).  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499.  49  UJ5.C. 
16S5(gK2):  49  CFR  1.46<cKS).) 

Dated;  February  21.  1979. 

J.  B.  Hayes. 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coa^t  Guard 
Commandant 
[FR  Doc.  79-6098  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[  1505-01 -M] 

Coast  Gword 
[33  CFR  Port  157] 

[CGD  77-058bl 

TANK  VESSELS  OF  20,000  DWT  OR  MORE 
CARRYING  OIL  IN  BULK 

Proposed  Design,  Equipment,  Operating,  and 
Personnel  Standards 

CorrecHon 

In  FR  Doc.  79-4512,  appearing  at 
page  8984  in  the  issue  of  Monday.  Feb¬ 
ruary  12.  1979.  on  page  8988  in  the 
third  column  the  formula  in  Appendix 
C  should  be  corrected  to  read: 

2PA,  +  2PA.  >  J  [L,(B  +  2D)1. 


[4110-02-M] 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  Education 

[45  CFR  Ports  119,  120,  134] 

EDUCATIONAL  IMPROVEMENT,  RESOURCES, 
AND  SUPPORT  PROGRAM  AND  STATE  LEAD- 
ERSHIP  PROGRAM 

Availability  of  Draft  Proposed  Regulations 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Education.  HEW. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Availability  of 
draft  proposed  regulations. 

SUMMARY;  Notice  is  given  that  first 
drafts  of  proposed  regulations  to  im¬ 
plement  programs  under  Title  IV  of 
the  Elementary  and  Secondary  Educa¬ 
tion  Act— Educational  Improvement. 
Resources,  and  Support— and  Title  V 
of  the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act— State  Leadership— are 
now  available  to  the  public. 

The  Educational  Improvement,  Re¬ 
sources,  and  Support  Program— Title 
IV  of  the  Elementary  and  Secondary 
Education  Act— was  authorized  as  a 
part  of  the  Education  Amendments  of 
1974  (Pub.  li.  93-380).  amended  by  the 
Education  Amendments  of  1976  (Pub. 
L.  94-482),  and  further  amended  by 
the  Education  Amendments  of  1978 
(Pub.  L.  95-561).  It  authorizes  the 
Commissioner  to  make  financial  assist¬ 
ance  available  to  State  educational 
agencies  to  assist  l(x:al  educational 
agencies  in  the  acquisition  of  neces¬ 


sary  books,  materials,  library  re¬ 
sources,  and  instructional  equipment; 
to  support  locally  initiated  projects 
and  activities  designed  to  improve  edu¬ 
cational  practice;  and  to  strengthen 
and  expand  programs  of  guidance, 
(X)unseling.  and  testing. 

The  State  Leadership  program  was 
enacted  by  the  Education  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1978  as  Title  V  of  the  Ele¬ 
mentary  and  Secondary  Education 
Act.  It  makes  funds  available  to  States 
to  assist  the  State  educational  agency 
in  the  administration  of  education 
programs  and  duties  of  the  agency: 
and  to  strengthen  the  resources  of 
that  agency,  and  to  assist  that  agency 
in  identifying  and  meeting  the  critical 
educational  needs  of  the  State. 

The  Title  IV  program  has  been 
funded  for  fiscal  year  1980.  While  the 
Title  V  program  probably  will  not  be 
funded,  activities  under  this  program 
may  be  carried  out  with  Title  IV 
funds.  State  plans  for  both  the  Title 
IV  and  Title  V  progrrams  must  be  made 
available  for  public  comment  sixty 
days  prior  to  the  date  on  which  the 
plan  is  submitted  or  on  which  the  plan 
becomes  effective,  whichever  is  earlier, 
in  order  for  the  programs  to  be  opera¬ 
tive  in  fiscal  year  1980.  A  copy  of  these 
draft  proposed  regulations  has  been 
forwarded  to  each  Chief  State  School 
Officer. 

The  draft  proposed  regulations  now 
available  have  not  been  adopted  as  of¬ 
ficial  views  of  either  the  UJS.  Office  of 
Education  or  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  They 
have  no  legal  effect. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  these  draft 
proposed  regulations  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  to;  Louise  V.  Sutherland. 
School  Media  Resources  Branch. 
Room  3125B.  ROB-3.  400  Maryland 
Avenue  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20202, 
telephone  (202)  245-2488. 

Copies  are  available  also  from  the 
Regional  Commissioners  in  each  of 
the  ten  OE  regional  offices.  The  ad¬ 
dresses  are  as  follows: 

Region  I— Dr.  Thomas  Bums.  Regional 
Commissioner.  John  Fitzgerald  Kennedy 
Federal  Building.  Government  Center, 
Boston,  Massachusetts  02202,  Telephone: 
(617)  223-7205. 

Region  II— Dr.  William  Green.  Regional 
Commissioner.  Federal  Building,  26  Feder¬ 
al  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York  10007,  Tele¬ 
phone:  (212)  264-4370. 

Region  III— Dr.  Albert  C.  Crambert,  Region¬ 
al  Commissioner,  3535  Market  Street. 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19108,  Tele¬ 
phone:  (215)  596-1001. 

Region  IV— Dr.  William  Lewis,  Regional 
Commissioner,  101  Marietta  Street,  Mar¬ 
ietta  Tower  Building,  Atlanta.  Georgia 
30323,  Telephone:  (404)  221-2063. 

Region  V— Ms.  Juliette  Noone  Lester.  Re¬ 
gional  Commissioner.  300  South  Wacker 
Drive,  Chicago.  Illinois  60606,  Telephone: 
(312)  353-5215. 

Region  VI— Mr.  Edward  J.  Baca,  Regional 
Commissioner.  1200  Main  Tower  Building, 


Dallas,  Texas  75202,  Telephone:  (214)  767- 
3626. 

Region  VII— Dr.  Harold  Blackburn.  Region¬ 
al  Commissioner.  Federal  Office  Building. 
601  East  12th  Street.  Kansas  City.  Missou¬ 
ri  64106,  Telephone:  (816)  374-2276. 

Region  VIII— Dr.  John  Runkel,  Regional 
Commissioner.  Federal  Office  Building. 
1961  Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colorado 
80202,  Telephone:  (303)  837-3544. 

Region  IX— Dr.  Caroline  Gillen.  Regional 
Commj^ioner,  Federal  Office  Building.  50 
United  Nations  Building.  San  Francisco. 
California  94102,  Telephone:  (415)  556- 
4920. 

Region  X— Mr.  Allen  Apodaca.  Regional 
Commissioner.  Arcade  Building.  1321 
Second  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington 
98101.  Telephone:  (206)  442-0460. 

Dated:  February  22.  1979. 

Ernest  L.  Boyer, 
Commissioner  of  Education. 
IFR  Doc.  79-5979  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4110-02-M] 

[45  CFK  Part  166] 

STATE-ADMINISTERED  ADULT  EDUCATION 
PROGRAM 

AvaHobilily  of  Draft  Proposod  Regulations 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Education.  HEW. 

ACrriON:  Notice  of  availability  of 
draft  proposed  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  given  that  a 
draft  of  proposed  regulations  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  State-administered  adult 
education  program  is  now  available  to 
the  public. 

The  program,  authorized  under  the 
Adult  Education  Act.  was  amended  by 
the  Education  Amendments  of  1978. 
The  purijose  of  the  program  has  been, 
and  continues  to  be  under  the  new 
amendments,  to  offer  educationally 
disadvantaged  persons  16  years  of  age 
and  older  the  opportunity  to  acquire 
basic  skills  necessary  to  function  in  so¬ 
ciety  and  become  more  employable, 
productive,  and  responsible  citizens. 
The  primary  thrust  of  these  draft  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  is  to  significantly 
expand  the  State  delivery  system  of 
adult  education  services  to  adults  who 
are  least  educated  and  most  in  need  of 
educational  assistance. 

These  draft  proposed  regulations 
now  available  have  not  been  adopted 
as  official  views  of  either  the  U.S. 
Office  of  Education  or  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare.  They  have  no  legal  effect. 

The  Division  of  Adult  Education  is 
sharing  these  draft  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  with  the  State  Directors  of  Adult 
Education  and  with  the  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Council  on  Adult  Education. 
State  educational  agencies  need  the 
document  in  order  to  begin  to  develop 
their  three-year  State  plans  prior  to 
the  granting  of  Federal  funds  for  1980 
program  operations.  The  Council  has 
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statutory  responsibility  to  give  advice 
on  the  preparation  of  regulations. 

Copies  of  these  draft  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  State-administered 
adult  education  program  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  writing  to:  Adult  Education 
Regulations  Task  Force,  Division  of 
Adult  Education,  U.S.  Office  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  7th  and  D  Streets,  S.W..  Room 
5076,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Mr.  Paul  V.  Delker,  Telephone  (202) 
245-2278. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.400,  Adult  Education- 
Grants  to  States) 

Dated:  February  22,  1979. 

Ernest  L.  Boyer, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5978  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 

[6712-01-M] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

147  CFR  Part  73] 

[Docket  No.  21313;  RM-2646;  RM-2717; 
RM-3038;  RM-3039;  RM  3040] 

AM  STEREOPHONIC  BROADCASTING 

Ordar  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comments  and 
Reply  Comments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Order. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  ex¬ 
tends  the  time  for  filing  comments 
and  reply  comments  in  a  proceeding 
concerning  AM  stereophonic  broad¬ 
casting.  Petitioner,  Motorola,  Inc., 
states  that  the  additional  time  is 
needed  so  that  it  can  prepare  the  re¬ 
sults  of  tests  in  a  sufficiently  compre¬ 
hensive  manner  for  submission. 

DATES;  Comments  must  be  filed  on 
or  before  March  30,  1979,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  April  30,  1979. 

ADDRESSEES:  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Wilson  LaFollette,  Broadcast  Bureau 
(202-632-9660). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Adopted:  February  16,  1979. 

Released:  February  23, 1979. 

In  the  matter  of  AM  Stereophonic 
Broadcasting,  Docket,  No.  21313,  RM- 
2646,  RM-3039.  RM-2717,  RM-3040. 
RM-3038,  44  FR  1765,  January  8,  1979. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a 
timely-filed  motion  requesting  exten¬ 


sion  of  time  for  filing  comments  and 
reply  comments  regarding  the  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making,  43  FR 
48669,  in  the  above-entitled  proceed¬ 
ing.  The  dates  for  filing  comments  and 
reply  comments  are  presently  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  and  March  30,  1979,  respective¬ 
ly. 

2.  The  reque.st  was  filed  by  Motor¬ 
ola,  Inc.  (“Motorola"),  in  which  it  asks 
that  the  dates  for  filing  comments  and 
reply  conunents  be  extended  to  March 
30,  and  April  30,  1979,  respectively, 

3.  Motorola  states  that  broadcast 
tests  have  been  specifically  designed 
to  address  several  issues  cited  by  the 
Commission.  However,  it  notes,  in 
spite  of  intense  negotiations  by  Motor¬ 
ola,  the  earliest  date  that  could  be  ar¬ 
ranged  for  broadcast  time  for  desired 
skywave  and  other  tests  was  February 
6.  Motorola  adds  that  abnormally  ad¬ 
verse  weather  conditions  have  inter¬ 
fered  with  receiver  test  selections  and 
other  progress  and  may  continue  to  do 
so  during  the  coming  weeks.  It  states 
that  since  these  events  have  severely 
shortened  the  time  available  to  com¬ 
plete  the  testing,  additional  time  is 
needed  to  present  the  results  in  a  suf¬ 
ficiently  comprehensive  manner. 

4.  We  are  of  the  view  that  the  addi¬ 
tional  time  requested  is  warranted  to 
assure  development  of  a  sound  and 
comprehensive  record  on  which  to 
base  a  final  decision  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
the  request  for  extension  of  time  filed 
by  Motorola,  Inc.,  is  granted  and  the 
dates  for  filing  comments  and  reply 
comments  are  extended  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  March  30,  and  April  30,  1979,  re¬ 
spectively. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1)  and  303(r)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §0.281  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

WALLACE  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6018  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6712-01-M] 

[47  CFR  Port  731 

[BC  Docket  No.  78-313;  RM-3052] 

TV  BROADCAST  STATION  IN  SAN  DIEGO, 
CAUF. 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Hling  Reply 
Comments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Commimications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Order  Extending  Time. 

SUMMARY:  Action  taken  herein  ex¬ 
tends  the  time  for  filing  reply  com¬ 
ments  in  a  proceeding  involving  the 
proposed  assignment  of  a  television 


channel  to  San  Diego,  California.  Peti¬ 
tioner,  Center  City  Complex,  Inc., 
states  that  the  additional  time  is 
needed  so  that  it  c».n  complete  its 
preparation  of  reply  comments. 

DA'TE:  Reply  comments  must  be  filed 
on  or  before  February  23, 1979. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACrr; 

Mildred  B.  Nesterak,  Broadcast 

Bureau.  (202)  632-7792. 

SUPPIEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
Adopted:  February  16, 1979. 

Released:  February  23, 1979. 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of 
§  73.606(b).  Table  of  Assignments, 
Television  Broadcast  Stations.  (San 
Diego,  California),  BC  Docket  No.  78- 
313,  RM-3052.  44  FR  4501,  January  22. 
1979. 

1.  On  September  22,  1978,  the  Com¬ 
mission  adopted  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making.  43  FR  46049,  concerning 
the  above-entitled  proceeding.  The 
date  for  filing  comments  has  expired 
and  the  date  for  filing  reply  comments 
is  presently  February  16,  1979. 

2.  On  February  14,  19'79,  counsel  for 
Center  City  Complex,  Inc.,  filed  a  re¬ 
quest  seeking  an  extension  of  time  for 
filing  reply  comments  to  and  including 
February  23,  1979.  Counsel  states  that 
office  disruptions  from  weather  condi¬ 
tions  and  a  just  discovered  site/Mexi¬ 
can  channel  allocation  problem  pre¬ 
clude  the  completion  of  the  engineer¬ 
ing  and  pleading  portions  of  reply 
comments  by  the  due  date.  Counsel 
states  that  the  above  problems  just  de¬ 
veloped  and  the  request  for  additional 
time  was  filed  as  soon  as  possible. 

3.  Section  1.46  of  the  rules  states 
that  extension  requests  must  be  filed 
seven  days  in  advance  but  permits 
late-filed  requests  in  case  of  last- 
minute  emergencies  which  could  not 
have  been  anticipated  by  the  party  re¬ 
questing  the  extension.  We  believe 
that  good  cause  has  been  shown  in 
this  instance,  and  that  justification  for 
an  extension  has  been  shown,  so  we 
are  granting  the  request. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
the  date  for  filing  reply  comments  in 
BC  Docket  No.  78-313  is  extended  to 
and  including  February  23,  1979. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  Sections  4(i), 
5(d)(1)  and  303(r)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 
§  0.281  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

tFR  Doc.  79-6019  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[4910-60-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

MatarioU  Trantportation  Bureau 

[49  CFR  Ports  171,  172,  173,  174,  175,  176, 
1771 

[Docket  No.  HM-145B:  Notice  No.  79-2] 

HAZARDOUS  SUBSTANCES 

Additional  Hearing  Dote 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  Research  and  Special  Pro¬ 
grams  Administration,  Department  of 
Transportation. 

ACTION:  Announcement  of  an  addi¬ 
tional  hearing. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  a  February  27,  1979,  hearing 
that  was  held  in  Washington,  D.C.  on 
the  transportation  of  hazardous  sub¬ 
stances.  That  hearing  was  announced 
in  the  February  22,  1979,  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  page  10676.  Because  the  short 
time  between  the  publication  of  the 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
the  date  of  the  hearing  may  have  pre¬ 
vented  some  interested  persons  from 
attending:  another  hearing  is  sched¬ 
uled  for  March  22,  1979;  9:00  a.m.-5:00 
p.m. 

DATE:  An  additional  hearing  is  sched¬ 
uled  for  March  22,  1979. 

ADDRESS:  The  hearing  will  be  held 
in  Room  3201  of  the  Trans  Point 
Building,  2100  Second  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

L.  Metcalfe,  Standards  Division, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Regu¬ 
lations.  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau.  DOT,  Washington,  D.C, 
20590,  202-426-0656. 

(49  U.S.C.  1803,  1804,  1808;  49  CFR  1.  53;  49 
C7FR  Part  1,  Appendix  A;  and  49  CFR  Part 
106,  Appendix  A,  paragraph  (a)(4).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1979. 

Alan  I.  Roberts, 
Associate  Director  for  Hazard¬ 
ous  Materials  Regulation,  Ma¬ 
terials  Transportation  Bureavu 
[FR  Doc.  79-6216  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-59-M] 

Notianal  Highway  Traffic  Safoty 
Adminittrotian 

[49  CFR  Part  581] 

[Docket  No.  73-19:  Notice  25] 

BUMPER  STANDARD 
Raguast  for  Public  Comment 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA). 

ACTION:  Advanced  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  requests 
public  comment  on  a  NHTSA  prelimi¬ 
nary  analysis  and  the  calculations  sup¬ 
porting  that  analysis,  prepared  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  a  directive  from  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  to  assess 
the  projected  costs  and  benefits  to 
consumers  of  the  Part  581  Bumper 
Standard.  Comments  are  also  request¬ 
ed  on  an  analysis  of  the  bumper  stand¬ 
ard  submitted  to  NHTSA  by  Houdaille 
Industries,  on  a  John  Z.  DeLorean 
Corporation  study  of  bumper  costs, 
and  on  questions  posed  in  this  notice 
relating  to  all  of  the  analyses.  Com¬ 
ments  received  will  be  used  in  prepara¬ 
tion  of  NHTSA’s  final  report  to  the 
Appropriations  Committee  and  as  a 
basis  for  possible  future  rulemaking 
on  this  subject.  This  notice  also  invites 
applications  for  financial  assistance 
from  individuals  or  organizations  who 
desire  to  participate  in  the  review  of 
the  analyses  and  the  possible  recom¬ 
mendation  of  future  rulemaking  activ¬ 
ities  resulting  from  the  analyses,  but 
who  are  financially  unable  to  do  so. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  April  30,  1979.  Applica¬ 
tions  for  financial  assistance  must  be 
received  on  or  before  March  16,  1979. 

ADDRESSES;  Comments  should  refer 
to  the  docket  number  and  be  submit¬ 
ted  to;  Room  6108,  Nassif  Building. 
400  Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20590.  Applications  for  financial 
assistance  should  be  submitted  to:  Ms. 
Ann  Mitchell,  National  Highway  Traf¬ 
fic  Safety  Administration,  Room  5232, 
400  Seventh  Street,  S.W„  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  Requests  for  copies  of  the 
calculations  supporting  NHTSA’s  pre¬ 
liminary  analysis,  copies  of  the  Hou¬ 
daille  Industries  study,  and  copies  of 
the  John  Z.  DeLorean  Corp.  study 
should  be  submitted  to:  Department  of 
Transportation,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  Gener¬ 
al  Services  Division,  NAD-42,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590,  202-426-0874. 

FOR  FUR-THER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Michael  Browlee,  Director. 

Office  of  Automotive  Ratings,  Room 

5319,  National  Highway  Traffic 


Safety  Administration,  400  Seventh 

Street.  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20590,  202-426-1740. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMA-nON: 
In  February  1976,  acting  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Section  102  of  the  Motor 
Vehicle  Information  and  Cost  Savings 
Act  (Cost  Savings  Act)  (15  U.S.C. 
1912),  NHTSA  issued  a  standard  (49 
(TFR  Part  581)  limiting  damage  to  ve¬ 
hicle  bumpers  and  other  vehicle  com¬ 
ponents  in  low  speed  collisions  (41  FR 
9346;  March  4,  1976).  Subsection 

102(b)(1)  of  the  Cost  Savings  Act  re¬ 
quires  that  any  bumper  standard  es¬ 
tablished  under  that  Act,  *  •  * 

*  *  *  shall  seek  to  obtain  the  maximum 
feasible  reduction  of  costs  to  the  public  and 
to  the  consumer,  taking  into  accoimt: 

(A)  the  cost  of  implementing  the  standard 
and  the  benefits  attainable  as  the  result  of 
implementation  of  the  standard; 

(B)  the  effect  of  implementation  of  the 
standard  on  the  cost  of  insurance  and  pros¬ 
pective  legal  fees  and  costs: 

(C)  savings  in  terms  of  consumer  time  and 
inconvenience;  and 

(D)  considerations  of  health  and  safety, 
including  emission  standards. 

The  Senate  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee,  in  its  report  on  the  fiscal  year 
1979  Department  of  'Transportation 
Appropriations  Bill  (Senate  Report 
No.  95-938;  95th  Cong.,  2d  Session,  p. 
25,  June  19,  1978),  directed  NHTSA  to 
conduct  studies  and  analysis  reeval¬ 
uating  to  the  maximum  extent  feasi¬ 
ble  the  level  of  bumper  damage  resist¬ 
ance  which  is  most  cost  beneficial  to 
the  consumer.  The  Committee  direct¬ 
ed  NHTSA  to  modify  the  bumper 
standard  to  reflect  the  results  of  this 
study.  Any  such  modification  would, 
of  course,  have  to  be  in  conformity 
with  each  provision  of  the  statute. 

To  provide  a  framework  for  analysis 
of  the  bumper  standard,  making  best 
use  of  the  data  available  on  bumper 
performance,  NHTSA  employed  para¬ 
metric  analyses  to  take  into  account 
the  sensitivity  of  estimates  of  bumper 
costs  and  benefits  to  variations  in  key 
parameters.  Using  this  approach, 
NHTSA  has  examined  the  projected 
costs  and  benefits  associated  with  the 
three  major  bumper  construction  ma¬ 
terials— steel.  aluminum,  and  soft 
face— at  several  impact  speeds. 

In  conducting  its  analysis,  NHTSA 
has  calculated  costs  and  benefits  using 
insurance  industry  records  and  esti¬ 
mates.  as  well  as  auto  manufacturers’ 
and  supply  industry  estimates  and  test 
data.  NHTSA’s  preliminary  analysis 
(Appendix  A  of  this  notice)  was  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Congress  on  January  26, 
1979.  The  analysis  concluded: 

These  results  indicate  that  with  any  of 
the  technologies  chosen,  the  present  per¬ 
formance  requirements  provide  substantial 
net  benefits  to  consumers  over  the  lifetime 
of  a  vehicle.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  not  at  all 
clear  that  the  5-mph  standard  results  in  the 
greatest  net  benefits  to  the  consumer. 
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While  NHTSA’s  work  thus  far  has 
improved  understanding  of  the  costs 
and  benefits  of  alternative  bumper 
systems,  the  analyses  in  their  present 
form  contain  assumptions  and  data 
which  should  be  reviewed  by  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties.  NHTSA  plans  to  use  ad¬ 
ditional  information  from  several 
sources  as  well  as  the  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  to  refine  its  estimates  before 
reaching  a  determination  of  whether 
specific  changes  in  the  present  regula¬ 
tion  appear  warranted. 

NHTSA  is  now  undertaking  crash 
testing  to  further  quantify  the  com¬ 
parative  damage-reduction  perform¬ 
ance  of  different  types  of  bumper  sys¬ 
tems  at  several  impact  speeds.  Data 
collected  on  the  pedestrian  protection 
potential  of  various  bumper  materials 
will  also  be  examined. 

Finally,  an  ongoing  NHTSA  evalua¬ 
tion,  begun  over  two  years  ago,  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  cost-effectiveness  of  the 
bumper  standard  has  produced  rele¬ 
vant  information.  A  report  just  re¬ 
ceived  from  John  Z.  DeLorean  Corp. 
studies  the  weights  and  production 
costs  associated  with  components  of 
various  5-mph  bumper  designs.  Al¬ 
though  first  received  in  draft  form  in 
late  January  and  not  yet  incorporated 
into  NHTSA’s  caluculations,  the  De¬ 
Lorean  report  appears  to  be  of  signifi¬ 
cance  in  comparing  the  costs  of  5-mph 
bumper  systems  with  bumpers  provid¬ 
ing  a  lower  level  of  damage  resistance. 
This  draft  report  is  being  made  availa¬ 
ble  for  public  comment  as  well.  The 
DeLorean  study  will  be  analyzed  and 
included  in  a  final  report  to  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  to  be  submit¬ 
ted  in  June  1979.  Under  the  ongoing 
evaluation,  the  agency  has  longer- 
range  plans  to  conduct  a  consumer 
sur\^ey  to  provide  more  reliable  data 
on  the  likelihood  of  repair  of  bumper 
damage  and  on  the  frequency  of  colli¬ 
sions  at  various  impact  speeds. 

Houdaille  Industries,  a  bumper  man¬ 
ufacturer.  has  provided  NHTSA  with 
its  own  independent  analysis  and  cal¬ 
culations  of  bumper  system  costs  and 
benefits,  which  the  agency  will  also 
consider  in  preparing  its  final  report. 
Like  NHTSA,  Houdaille  examined  a 
range  of  possible  values  for  key  varia¬ 
bles  of  importance  in  determining 
bumper  system  costs  and  benefits. 
However,  the  Houdaille  report  draws 
conclusions  based  on  a  study  of  single 
type  of  bumper  system,  steel,  on  a 
single  vehicle  model,  Chrysler’s 
Volare/Aspen.  Prom  this  limited 
sample,  Houdaille  compares  the  cost- 
effectiveness  of  2.5  and  5-mph  bumper 
systems.  An  addendum  to  the  Hou¬ 
daille  report  considers  the  use  of  a 
soft-face  system  on  the  Chevrolet 
Monza  model.  NHTSA’s  calculations 
differ  in  scope  from  those  in  the  Hou¬ 
daille  report,  since  the  agency  consid¬ 
ers  a  range  of  bumper  designs  and  ma¬ 


terials,  including  aluminum,  at  several 
design  speeds. 

To  assist  the  agency  in  preparation 
of  its  final  report  to  the  Appropri¬ 
ations  Committee,  and  in  taking  any 
subsequent  action  that  might  be  ap¬ 
propriate,  NHTSA  invites  public  com¬ 
ment  on  its  preliminary  assessment 
reevaluating  the  costs  and  benefits  of 
the  bumper  standard  and  the  calcula¬ 
tions  supporting  that  reassessment. 
NHTSA  also  invites  comment  on  the 
study  submitted  by  Houdaille  Indus¬ 
tries  on  the  net  benefits  of  differing 
bumper  designs,  and  on  the  DeLorean 
study  of  the  costs  of  manufacturing 
bumper  systems  to  meet  a  5-mph 
standard.  'These  comments  should  test 
all  of  the  data  and  assumptions  being 
made,  so  that  analyses  and  conclusions 
are  thoroughly  considered  prior  to  is¬ 
suance  of  any  future  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking. 

To  the  extent  that  comments  relate 
to  the  pedestrian  protection  potential 
of  various  bumper  designs,  comments 
will  also  be  considered  in  connection 
with  possible  future  rulemaking  on 
that  subject.  The  NHTSA  preliminary 
assessment,  the  calculations  support¬ 
ing  the  assessment,  the  Houdaille  In¬ 
dustries  study,  and  the  DeLorean 
study  have  been  placed  in  the  public 
docket  and  all  interested  persons  may 
obtain  copies  of  these  documents  by 
request  to  NHTSA  at  the  address 
listed  above. 

It  is  emphasized  that  comments 
must  be  received  on  a  timely  basis  to 
assure  full  consideration.  The  agency 
intends  to  make  a  final  determination 
of  the  issues  raised  in  the  reevaluation 
quickly  to  ensure  as  much  certainty  as 
possible  in  the  standard’s  future. 

NHTSA  is  particularly  interested  in 
receiving  information  on  the  following 
questions  relating  to  examination  of 
the  costs  and  benefits  of  the  bumper 
standard: 

1.  Do  the  existing  analyses  represent 
the  most  appropriate  methods  of  ap¬ 
proaching  a  study  of  bumper  stand¬ 
ards  at  different  impact  speeds  and 
levels  of  damage  resistance?  If  not, 
what  method  should  be  used? 

2.  What  are  commenter’s  views  of 
the  costs  and  benefits  to  the  consum¬ 
ers  at  impact  speeds  of  2.5,  5,  and  7.5 
mph  with  various  bumper  technologies 
currently  in  production  and  of  ad¬ 
vanced  technologies  that  may  be  used 
in  the  future  to  comply  with  the  Part 
581  requirements? 

3.  What  experimental  or  field  data 
not  presently  in  the  rulemaking 
docket  are  available  relating  to  low 
speed  accident  frequency  by  speed  in¬ 
crement  and  the  effectiveness  of  dif¬ 
ferent  types  of  bumper  systems  de¬ 
signed  for  different  levels  of  damage 
resistance  at  a  range  of  impact  speeds? 

4.  What  methods  might  realistically 
provide  more  detail  than  presently 


exists  on  the  lifetime  low-speed  impact 
experience  of  vehicies?  Are  there 
methods  such  as  improved  crash  re¬ 
corders  or  other  technologies  which 
could  be  used  to  systematically  gather 
data  at  low  speeds?  What  contribu¬ 
tions  could  the  manufacturing  and  in¬ 
surance  industries  make  to  such  data 
collection? 

5.  Is  the  assumption  in  NHTSA’s 
analysis  that  insurance  costs  and  legal 
fees  are  a  strict  function  of  gross  bene¬ 
fits  sufficient?  What  insurance  premi¬ 
um  effects  could  occur  as  a  direct  con¬ 
sequence  of  modified  performance 
levels  in  Part  581? 

NHTSA  is  also  Interested  in  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  following  questions  con¬ 
cerned  with  possible  modifications  in 
the  bumper  standard; 

6.  If  there  are  substantial  differ¬ 
ences  in  the  net  benefits  of  different 
types  of  bumper  systems,  how  could 
the  bumper  standard  encourage  use  of 
the  most  cost  beneficial  technology? 

7.  Does  the  Part  581  test  procedure 
generally,  and  the  pendulum  impact 
test  in  particular,  best  represent  the 
experience  of  vehicles  in  use?  Would  a 
different  test  procedure  more  accu¬ 
rately  reflect  real-world  experience 
without  unduly  compromising  test  re¬ 
peatability  and  reliability  for  compli¬ 
ance  purposes?  Does  use  of  a  pendu¬ 
lum  impact  test  restrict  development 
of  deep-foam  padded  bumpers  which 
may  be  beneficial  in  pedestrian  protec¬ 
tion? 

8.  What  is  the  effect  of  the  current 
exclusion  of  multi-purpose  passenger 
vehicles  from  the  bumper  standard,  in 
terms  of  bumper  height  mismatch 
with  vehicles  covered  by  the  standard 
and  impacts  with  highway  guardrails 
and  other  objects  of  a  standardized 
height?  What  are  the  costs  and  bene¬ 
fits  of  applying  the  standard  to  these 
vehicles? 

NHTSA  recognizes  that  the  bumper 
standard  touches  a  far  greater  range 
of  interests  than  merely  consumer  cost 
savings  through  collision  damage  re¬ 
duction.  For  this  reason,  the  agency 
requests  comment  on  the  following 
questions  relating  to  the  broader  im¬ 
pacts  of  the  bumper  standard; 

9.  NHTSA  has  estimated  that  the 
additional  bumper  weight  required  to 
meet  a  5-mph  damage  resistance  level, 
as  opposed  to  a  2.5-mph  level,  in¬ 
creases  vehicle  fuel  consumption  by  .1 
to  .2  miles  per  gallon,  regardless  of  the 
materials  used  in  bumper  construc¬ 
tion.  How  could  the  effect  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  bumper  standard,  and  possible  al¬ 
ternative  standards,  on  the  weight  and 
fuel  economy  of  automobiles  be  better 
quantified?  How  do  the  fuel  economy 
standards  affect  manufacturer’s 
choices  of  bumper  material  in  meeting 
the  Part  581  standard?  For  instance, 
will  manufacturers  always  seek  the 
lightest  material  regardless  of  cost?  At 
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what  point  does  cost  become  a  control¬ 
ling  consideration? 

10.  What  is  the  detailed  effect  of  the 
bumper  standard  on  various  elements 
of  the  bumper  supply  industry,  includ¬ 
ing  localized  economic  effects  and  em¬ 
ployment?  What  is  the  detailed  effect 
of  the  standard  on  the  insurance  and 
crash  repair  Industries?  How  would 
these  effects  change  if  the  standard 
were  modified? 

11.  What  differences  among  bumper 
systems  currently  available,  and  those 
being  developed,  with  regard  to  pedes¬ 
trian  protection  capabilities  or  other 
considerations  affecting  health  and 
safety  have  been  improperly  or  inad¬ 
equately  weighed  by  agency  analyses? 
What  specific  reanalysis  is  called  for? 

12.  What  are  consumer  perceptions 
of  the  bumper  standard  and  how 
would  the  public  react  to  a  proposal  to 
increase  or  lower  the  existing  bumper 
damage  resistance  requirements? 

13.  What,  if  any,  problems  are  pres¬ 
ent  in  obtaining  sufficient  supplies  of 
aluminum,  steel,  or  urethane  to  equip 
the  vehicle  fleet  with  any  of  these  ma¬ 
terials?  Are  there  present  shortages  or 
capacity  problems  involved?  Do  mate¬ 
rials  need  to  be  imported,  contributing 
to  the  U.S.  balance  of  trade  deficit? 

All  comments  must  be  limited  not  to 
exceed  15  pages  in  length.  Necessary 
attachments  may  be  appended  to 
these  submissions  without  regard  to 
the  15  page  limit.  This  limitation  is  in¬ 
tended  to  encourage  commenters  to 
detail  their  primary  arguments  in  a 
succinct  and  concise  fashion.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10 
copies  of  all  comments  be  submitted. 

In  the  case  of  comments  that  con¬ 
tain  materials  for  which  confidential 
treatment  is  requested,  those  materi¬ 
als  should  be  deleted  from  the  copies 
submitted  to  the  docket.  A  copy  of  the 
complete  comments  should  be  submit¬ 
ted  to  the  Office  of  Chief  Counsel  at 
the  above  address,  with  an  indication 
of  which  portions  of  the  conunents  are 
the  subject  of  the  request  for  confi¬ 
dentiality. 

All  comments  received  before  the 
close  of  business  on  the  comment  clos¬ 
ing  date  indicated  above  will  be  consid¬ 
ered,  and  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  in  the  docket  ait  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  both  before  and  after  that  date. 
To  the  extent  possible,  comments  filed 
after  the  closing  date  will  also  be  con¬ 
sidered.  The  NHTSA  will  continue  to 
file  relevant  material  as  it  becomes 
available  to  the  docket  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date,  and  it  is  recommended  that 
interested  p>ersons  continue  to  exam¬ 
ine  the  docket  for  new  material. 


NHTSA  invites  all  qualified  individ¬ 
uals  and  organizations  financially 
unable  to  participate  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  to  apply  for  financial  assistance. 
All  applications  submitted  before  the 
deadline  specified  at  the  beginning  of 
this  notice  will  be  examined  by  an 
evaluation  board,  composed  of  NHTSA 
and  other  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  officials,  to  determine  whether 
each  applicant  is  eligible  to  receive 
funding.  Consideration  of  late  applica¬ 
tions  is  at  the  discretion  of  the  evalua¬ 
tion  board. 

In  general,  an  applicant  is  eligible  if 
its  participation  would  contribute  sub¬ 
stantially  to  a  full  and  fair  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  issues  involved  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  taking  into  consideration  the 
novelty,  complexity,  and  significance 
of  the  ideas  advanced  and  the  ability 
of  the  applicant  to  represent  the  inter¬ 
ests  it  espouses  competently.  Addition¬ 
ally  it  must  be  demonstrated  that  the 
applicant  does  not  have  sufficient  re¬ 
sources  available  to  participate  effec¬ 
tively  in  the  proceeding  in  the  absence 
of  an  award  under  this  program. 

If  more  than  one  applicant  repre¬ 
senting  the  same  or  similar  interest  is 
deemed  eligible,  the  board  will  either 
select  the  applicant  which  can  make 
the  strongest  presentation  or  select 
more  than  one  applicant  if  Justified. 
Compensation  is  to  the  extent  the 
agency’s  budget  for  this  purpose  will 
permit.  Payment  is  made  as  soon  as 
possible  after  the  selected  applicant 
has  completed  its  work  and  submitted 
a  claim,  but  not  later  than  60  days 
after  a  completed  claim  is  submitted. 

Each  applicant  should  specify  in  its 
application  which  issues  it  proposes  to 
address  if  its  application  for  funding  is 
approved,  and  the  nature  of  its  pro¬ 
posed  work  product.  Applicants  must 
submit  as  part  of  their  application  all 
information  required  by  §5.49  of  the 
recently  revised  DOT  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  this  financial  assistance  pro¬ 
gram  (44  FR  4675:  January  23,  1979). 
Failure  to  submit  the  required  infor¬ 
mation  may  result  in  delays  in  evalua¬ 
tion  and  possible  disqualification  of 
the  application. 

NHTSA  has  determined  that,  in 
light  of  the  Senate  Appropriations 
Committee  directive  for  analysis  of 
the  bumper  standard,  a  comment 
period  of  90  days  or  more  is  not  feasi¬ 
ble  in  this  proceeding.  Pursuant  to  49 
CFR  5.47(d),  the  comment  period  for 
this  notice  will  be  extended  by  the 


number  of  days  between  the  deadline 
for  submission  of  applications  for  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  to  participate  and 
the  decision  of  the  evaluation  board 
on  all  the  timely  applications  received. 

The  principal  author  of  this  notice  is 
Richard  J.  Hipolit  of  the  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel. 

(Sec.  102,  Pub.  L.  92-513,  86  Stat.  947  (IS 
U.S.C.  1912);  delegations  of  authority  at  49 
CFR  1.50  and  501.8). 

Issued  on:  February  26, 1979. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Rulemaking. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6011  FUed  2-26-79;  3:09  pm] 


[3510-22-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atomospharic 
Administration 

[50  CFR  Port  651] 

NEW  ENGLAND  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL 

Public  Hearing 

AGENCY:  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration/Commerce. 

ACTION:  Public  Hearing  Notice  on 
amendments  to  the  Atlantic  Ground- 
fish  Management  Plan. 

SUMMARY:  The  New  England  Fish¬ 
ery  Management  Council  will  hold  a 
Public  Hearing  on  March  14,  1979  at 
7:30  p.m.  at  the  Holiday  Inn,  Peabody, 
Massachusetts,  for  the  purpose  of  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  the  Atlantic 
Groundfish  (cod,  haddock,  yellowtail) 
Management  Plan.  The  amendments 
may  include,  but  need  not  be  limited 
to.  changes  in  Optimum  Yield  for  the 
regulated  species  in  the  1979-1980 
fishing  year. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA'HON 
CONTACTT: 

Spencer  ApoUonio,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor  New  England  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council,  Peabody  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  One  Newbury  Street  Peabody, 
Massachusetts  01960  617-535-5450. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  the  Hearing  will  be  to 
receive  comments  from  the  public  on 
possible  amendments  to  the  Plan. 

Dated:  February  22, 1979. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Executive  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  79-5958  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[6110-10-M] 

ADMINISTRATIVE  CONFERENCE  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

COMMITTEE  ON  RULEMAKING  AND  PUBLIC 
INFORMATION 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463),  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  a  change  in  the  date 
of  a  meeting  of  the  Committee  on 
Rulemaking  and  Public  Information 
of  the  Administrative  Conference,  of 
the  United  States,  to  be  held  in  the  Li¬ 
brary  of  the  Conference,  2120  L 
Street,  NW.,  Suite  500,  Washington, 
D.C.  This  meeting,  which  was  to  have 
been  held  at  10:30  a.m.  on  March  23, 
1979  (44  FR  6167,  Jan.  31,  1979),  has 
been  rescheduled  to  10:30  a.m.  on 
March  30,  1979. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
discuss  and  take  action  on  various  por¬ 
tions  of  the  draft  report  and  recom¬ 
mendations  evaluating  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission’s  Magnuson-Moss 
trade  regulation  rulemakings. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public,  but  limited  to  the  space  availa¬ 
ble.  Persons  wishing  to  attend  should 
notify  this  office  at  least  two  days  in 
advance  of  the  meeting.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  Chairman,  if  he  deems  it  appropri¬ 
ate,  may  permit  members  of  the  public 
to  present  oral  statements  at  the 
meetings;  any  member  of  the  public 
may  file  a  written  statement  with  the 
Committee  before,  during  or  after  the 
meeting. 

For  further  information,  contact 
Stephen  L.  Babcock  (202-254-7020). 
Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  availa¬ 
ble  on  request. 

Richard  K.  Berg, 
Executive  Secretary. 

February  22,  1979. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5980  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[3510-25-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Inductry  and  Trade  Administration 

NUMERICALLY  CONTROLLED  MACHINE  TOOL 
TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMIHEE 

Qoted  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  as 


amended,  5  U.S.C.  App.  (1976),  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Numerically  Controlled  Machine  Tool 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  will  be 
held  on  Monday,  March  19,  1979,  at 
10:00  a.m.  in  Room  3817,  Main  Com¬ 
merce  Building.  14th  Street  ,  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C. 

The  Numerically  Controlled  Ma¬ 
chine  Tool  Technical  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  was  initially  established  on 
January  3,  1975.  On  December  20, 
1974,  January  13,  1977,  and  August  28, 
1978,  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Ad¬ 
ministration  approved  the  recharter 
and  extension  of  the  Committee,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  5(c)(1)  of  the  Export 
Administration  Act  of  1969,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  50  U.S.C.  App.  Sec.  2404(c)(1)  and 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

The  Committee  advises  the  Office  of 
Export  Administration  with  respect  to 
questions  involving  (A)  technical  mat¬ 
ters,  (B)  world-wide  availability  and 
actual  utilization  of  production  tech¬ 
nology,  (C)  licensing  procedures  which 
may  affect  the  level  of  export  controls 
applicable  to  numerically  controlled 
machine  tools,  including  technical 
data  related  thereto,  and  (D)  exports 
of  the  aforementioned  commodities 
and  technical  data  subject  to  multilat¬ 
eral  controls  in  which  the  United 
States  participates  including  proposed 
revisions  of  any  such  multilateral  con¬ 
trols. 

The  Committee  will  meet  only  in  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Session  to  discuss  matters 
properly  classified  under  Executive 
Order  11652  or  12065,  dealing  with  the 
U.S.  and  COCOM  control  program  and 
strategic  criteria  related  thereto. 

Written  statements  may  be  submit¬ 
ted  at  any  time  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  Administration,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  delegate  of  the 
General  Counsel,  formally  determined 
on  September  6.  1978,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  as  amended  by  Sec¬ 
tion  5(c)  of  the  Government  In  The 
Sunshine  Act  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that  the 
matters  to  be  discussed  in  the  meeting 
should  be  exempt  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  relating  to  open  meetings  and 
public  participation  therein,  because 
the  meeting  will  be  concerned  with 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(l). 
Such  matters  are  specifically  author¬ 


ized  under  criteria  established  by  an 
Executive  Order  to  be  kept  secret  in 
the  interests  of  the  national  defense 
or  foreign  policy.  All  materials  to  be 
reviewed  and  discussed  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  during  the  meeting  have  been 
properly  classified  under  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Order.  All  Committee  members 
have  appropriate  security  clearances. 

The  complete  Notice  of  Determina¬ 
tion  to  close  meetings  or  portions 
thereof  of  the  series  of  meetings  of 
the  Numerically  Controlled  Machine 
Tool  Technical  Advisory  Committee 
and  of  any  subcommittees  thereof  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  25,  1978  (43  FR  49828). 

For  further  information,  contact  Ms. 
Margaret  Cornejo,  Operations  Divi¬ 
sion.  Office  of  Export  Administration. 
Industry  and  Trade  Administration. 
Room  1617M,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington.  D.C.  20230, 
telephone:  A/C  202-377-2583. 

Dated:  February  26, 1979. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 
Director,  Office  of  Export  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Bureau  of  Trade 
Regulation,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6082  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[3510-22-M] 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

PAGFIC  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT  COUNCIL 
SALMON  ADVISORY  SUBPANEL,  GROUND- 
FISH/SABLEFISH  ADVISORY  SUBPANEL,  AND 
ANCHOVY/JACK  MACKEREL  ADVISORY 
SUBPANEL 

Public  Meeting  with  Partially  Closed  Session 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 

SUMMARY:  The  Pacific  Fishery  Man¬ 
agement  Council  and  its  Salmon. 
Groundfish/Sablefish,  and  Anchovy/ 
Jack  Mackerel  Advisory  Subpanels, 
will  conduct  a  series  of  meetings. 

DATES:  March  6-9, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  The  Council,  and  Salmon 
and  Groundfikh/Sablefish  Advisory 
Subpanels,  will  meet  at  the  Eureka 
Inn,  7th  and  F  Streets.  Eureka.  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  Anchovy/Jack  Mackerel 
Advisory  Subpanel  will  meet  at  the 
California  F^h  and  Game  Office,  350 
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South  Golden  Shores,  Long  Beach, 
California. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

\  Mr.  Lorry  Nakatsu,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor,  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council,  526  S.W.  Mill  Street, 
Second  Floor,  Portland,  Oregon 
97201,  Telephone:  (503)  221-6352. 


The  Council  and  the  Salmon. 
Groimdfish/Sablefish,  and  Anchovy/ 
Jack  Mackerel  Advi^ry  Subpanels, 
expect  to  address  each  of  the  items  on 
their  respective  agendas  above.  Time 
constraints  may  require  that  some 
items  be  deferred  to  a  later  meeting. 
In  addition,  there  is  a  possibility  that 
late  items  of  importance  may  be  added 
to  the  agenda  ajfter  the  appearance  of 
this  announcement.  Interested  parties 
should  contact  the  Executive  director. 
Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council, 
to  obtain  a  more  detailed  agenda. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  with  the  concurrence  of  its 
General  Counsel,  formally  determined 
on  February  23,  1979,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  that  the  agenda  items 
covered  in  the  closed  session  may  be 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
relating  to  open  meetings  and  public 
participation  therein,  because  items 
will  be  concerned  with  matters  that 
are  within  the  purview  of  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(l)  and  (6),  as  information 
which  is  properly  classified  pursuant 
to  Executive  Order,  and  disclose  infor¬ 
mation  of  a  personal  nature  where  dis¬ 
closure  would  constitute  a  clearly  un¬ 
warranted  invasion  of  personal  priva¬ 
cy.  (A  copy  of  the  determination  is 
available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  Public  Reading  Room, 
Central  Reference  and  Record  Inspec¬ 
tion  Facility,  Room  5317,  Department 
of  Commerce). 

Dated:  February  23, 1979. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Executive  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5957  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[3510-22-M] 

PRECIOUS  CORAL  HSHERIES  OF  THE  WESTERN 
PAOFIC  REGION 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Statement 
and  Fishery  Management  Plan  and  An- 
neuncement  ef  Public  Hearings 

AGENCY:  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Availability  of  draft  EIS, 
and  FMP,  and  announcement  of 
public  hearings. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  annoimces 
that  the  Western  Pacific  Fishery  Man¬ 
agement  Council  has  prepared  a  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
and  fishery  management  plan  (FMP) 
“Precious  Coral  Fisheries  of  the  West¬ 
ern  Pacific  Region.”  This  plan  is  avail¬ 
able  for  review.  This  notice  also  an¬ 
nounces  that  a  series  of  public  hear¬ 


ings  will  be  held  to  hear  and  discuss 
comments  on  the  draft  EIS  and  FMP. 

DATES:  'Comments  will  be  received 
until  April  17,  1979.  For  the  dates  of 
the  hearings,  see  below. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Chair¬ 
man,  Western  Pacific  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council.  1164  Bishop  Street, 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813.  Telephone 
Number:  (808)  523-1368. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gerald  V.  Howard,-  Director, 
Southwest  Region,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  (213)  548-2575. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Fishery  Conservation  and  Man¬ 
agement  Act  Qf  1976  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  (the  “Secre¬ 
tary”),  to  implement  fishery  manage¬ 
ment  plans  prepared  by  the  Regional 
Fishery  Management  Councils  for 
their  areas  of  concern  within  the  3-200 
mile  fishery  conservation  zone  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Act. 

This  proposed  action  is  to  adopt  and 
implement  a  fishery  management  plan 
for  the  precious  coral  resources  in  the 
United  States  fishery  conservation 
zones  off  the  Islands  of  Hawaii,  Guam 
and  American  Samoa.  The  purpose  of 
the  plan  is  to  manage  for  optimum 
yield,  to  allocate  harvest  between  do¬ 
mestic  and  foreign  fishermen,  and  to 
promote  conservation  of  the  precious 
coral  resource. 

Individuals  or  organizations  wishing 
to  comment  on  the  draft  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statement/fishery  manage¬ 
ment  plan  may  also  do  so  at  the  public 
hearings  to  be  held  at  the  times  and 
locations  listed  below: 

City,  Time  and  Date  1979  and  Location 
Chalan  Kanoa  Village,  4:30  p.in..  March 
14,  Grand  Hotel,  Saipan,  Northern,  Mariana 
Islands. 

Agana,  4:30  p.m..  March  15,  Guam  Reef 
Hotel.  Agana,  Guam. 

Honolulu,  7.00  p.m.,  March  21,  Pagoda 
Hotel,  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

Lahaina,  7:00  p.m.,  March  23.  Lahaina 
Civic  Center,  Lahaina,  Maui,  Hawaii. 

Pago  Pago,  5:00  p.m.,  March  27,  Confer¬ 
ence  Center,  Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa. 

Copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement/fishery  manage¬ 
ment  plan  are  available  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Coun¬ 
cil,  1164  Bishop  Street,  Honolulu,  Hawaii 
96813. 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Adminis¬ 
tration.  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice.  2570  Dole  Street.  Honolulu,  Hawaii 
96812. 

Office  of  Marine  Resources,  Oovenunent  of 
American  Samoa,  Pago  Pago,  American 
Samoa  96799. 

Division  of  Wildlife  and  Aquatic  Resources, 
Government  of  Gaum.  Agana,  Guam 
96910. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
The  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council  was  established  by  the  Fish¬ 
ery  Conservation  and  -Management 
Act  of  1976  (Public  Law  94-265),  and 
the  Council  has  established  Salmon. 
Groundfish/Sablefish,  and  Anchovy/ 
Jack  Mackerel  Advisory  Subpanels,  to 
assist  in  carrying  out  its  responsibil¬ 
ities. 

Meeting  Agendas  follow:  Anchovy/ 
Jack  MOLCkerel  Advisory  Subpanel 
(open  meeting)  March  6,  1979  (10  a.m. 
to  5  p.m.). 

Agenda:  Consideration  of  the  second 
draft  of  the  Jack  Mackerel  Fishery 
Management  Plan  (FMP). 

Salmon  Advisory  Subpanel  (open 
meeting)  March  7,  1979  (10  a.m.  to  5 
p.m.). 

Agenda:  Consideration  of  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  ocean  salmon  plan  for 
1979. 

Groundfish/Sablefish  Advisory  Sub¬ 
panel  (open  meeting)  March  7,  1979  (1 
p.m.  to  5  p.m.)  and  March  8.  1979  (8 
a.m.  to  5  p.m.). 

Agenda:  Consideration  of  the  third 
draft  of  the  Groundfish  FMP. 

Council  (partially  closed  meeting) 
March  8-9,  1979  (8  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  on 
both  days).  NOTE:  The  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  from  8  a.m.  to 
10  a.m.  on  March  8,  1979. 

Agenda:  Closed  Session— Discuss 
classified  material  on  the  status  of 
current  maritime  boundary  and  re¬ 
source  negotiations  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  and  Per¬ 
sonnel  matters  concerning  appoint¬ 
ments  to  vacancies  on  subpanels.  Only 
those  Council  members,  and  related 
staff,  having  security  clearance  will  be 
allowed  to  attend  this  closed  session. 

Open  Session— March  8,  1979— Con¬ 
sideration  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  ocean  salmon  plan  for 
1979;  status  of  other  FMPs;  review  of 
communications  from  other  agencies 
and  organizations:  and  a  public  com¬ 
ment  period  beginning  at  4  p.m. 

Agenda:  March  9,  1979— Considera¬ 
tion  of  the  third  draft  of  the  Ground- 
fish  FMP  and  the  second  draft  of  the 
Jack  Mackerel  FMP;  operational/pro¬ 
cedural  matters  of  the  Council  includ¬ 
ing  its  staff,  advisory  panels,  and  com¬ 
mittee  actirities;  consideration  of  re¬ 
ports  from  ad  hoc  committees;  review 
of .  commimications  from  other  agen¬ 
cies  and  organizations  and  status  of 
other  FMPs. 
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NOTICES 


This  notice  of  availability  is  being 
published  at  the  request  of  and  in  co¬ 
operation  with  the  Western  Pacific 
fishery  Management  CounciL 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this 
2lst  day  of  February  1979. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Executive  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

tPR  Doc.  79-6083  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[3510-04-M] 

Notional  Technical  Information  Service 
GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Notice  of  Availability  for  Licencing 

The  inventions  listed  below  are 
owned  by  the  U.S.  Government  and 
are  available  for  domestic  and  possibly 
foreign  licensing  in  accordance  with 
the  licensing  policies  of  the  agency- 
sponsors. 

Copies  of  the  patents  cited  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pat¬ 
ents  &  Trademarks.  Washington.  DC 
20231,  for  $.50  each.  Requests  for 
copies  of  patents  must  include  the 
patent  number. 

Copies  of  the  patent  applications 
can  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS), 
Springfield.  Virginia  22161  for  $4.00 
($8.00  outside  North  American  Conti¬ 
nent).  Requests  for  copies  of  patent 
applications  must  include  the  PAT- 
APPL  number.  Claims  are  deleted 
from  patent  application  copies  sold  to 
the  public  to  avoid  premature  disclo¬ 
sure  in  the  event  of  an  interference 
before  the  Patent  and  Trademark 
Office.  Claims  and  other  technical 
data  will  usually  be  made  available  to 
serious  prospective  licensees  by  the 
agency  which  filed  the  case. 

Requests  for  licensing  information 
on  a  particular  invention  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to  the  address  cited  for  the 
agency-sponsor. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 
Patent  Program  Coordinator, 
National  Technical  Information 
Service. 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Research 
Agreements  and  Patent  Branch,  General 
Service  Division,  Federal  Building,  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Research  Service,  Hyatts- 
ville,  Md.  20782 

Patent  application  898,556:  Wet-Wall  Elec- 
troinertial  Air  (Cleaner,  Filed  April  21. 
1978. 

Patent  application  945.954:  Mechanical 
Shaker  Assembly  for  Continuous  Harvest¬ 
ing  of  FruiL  Filed  September  26. 1978. 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  National 
Technical  Information  Senice.  Office  of 
Goi’emment  Inventions  and  Patents, 
Springfield,  Va.  22161. 


Patent  application  960,193:  Apparatus  and 
method  for  Galvanic  Detection  of  Optical 
Absorptions.  Filed  November  13.  1978. 

U.S.  Department  of  Transportation. 
Patent  Counsel.  400  7th  Street,  S.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

Patent  application  963,804;  Large  Hose 
Automatic  Testing  Device.  Piled  Novem¬ 
ber  27. 1978. 

UJS.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Branch 
OF  Patents,  18  and  C  Streets,  N.W.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

Patent  application  912,264:  Hydrometallur- 
gical  Extraction  of  Tungsten  from  Refrac¬ 
tory  Tungsten  Ores.  Filed  June  5, 1978. 

Patent  application  919,645;  Portable  Cali¬ 
brator  for  D.C.  Circuit  Breakers.  Filed 
June  27. 1978. 

Patent  application  923.837:  Dewatering  of 
Slimes.  FUed  July  12. 1978. 

Patent  application  925,672:  Resin  for  Sorp¬ 
tion  of  Tungsten.  Filed  July  18.  1978. 

Patent  application  928,493:  Adjustable 
Spanner  Wrench,  filed  July  27, 1978. 

Patent  application  928.494:  Face  Ventilation 
System  for  Coal  Mines.  Filed  July  27. 
1978. 

Patent  application  931,067;  Lock-Out  Logic 
Circuit  for  Inverter  Protection.  Filed 
August  4. 1978. 

Patent  application  931,068:  EHectroainning 
of  Metals.  Filed  August  4,  1978. 

Patent  application  931,069:  Method  of  and 
Apparatus  for  Non-Destructively  Testing 
CiMicrete.  Piled  August  4. 1978. 

Patent  application  934,151:  High  Efficiency. 
High  Frequency  Lighting  Inverter.  Filed 
August  16, 1978. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Assistant  General  Counsel  of 
Patent  Matters  NASA.  Code  GP-2, 
Washington,  D.C.  20546. 

Patent  application  877,786:  Antiaircraft 
System  and  Method  Employing  Small 
Projectiles.  Piled  February  14,  1978. 

Patent  application  938,299:  An  Improved 
Apparatus  for  Use  in  the  Production  of 
Ribbon-Shaped  Crystals  from  a  Silicon 
Melt.  Filed  August  31, 1978. 

Patent  application  938,581:  Interferometric 
Locating  System.  Filed  August  31, 1978. 

Patent  application  946,  995:  Stark  Cell  Spec- 
trophone  with  Polarization  Modulation. 
Filed  29  Sept.  29. 1978. 

Patent  application  953,391:  Hydrogen 
Hi^ow kathode  Ion  Source.  Filed  October 
23.  1978. 

Patent  4.099,452:  Smokestack-Mounted  Air¬ 
foil.  Piled  November  10,  1975,  patented 
January  11.  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,100.331:  Dual  Membrane  Hollow 
Fiber  Fuel  Cell  and  Method  of  Operating 
Same.  Piled  February  3,  1977.  patented 
July  11. 1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,100,487:  Lightning  Current  Wave¬ 
form  Measuring  System.  Filed  March  30. 
1977,  patented  July  11. 1978.  Not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  4.101.195:  Anastlgmatic  Three- 
Mirror  Telescope.  Filed  July  29.  1977.  pat¬ 
ented  July  18.  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,101.780:  Method  of  Obtaining  In¬ 
tensified  Image  from  Developed  Photo¬ 
graphic  Films  and  Plates.  Filed  June  9 
1976,  patented  July  18.  1978.  Not  available 
NTIS. 


Patent  4,101,891:  Surface  Roughness  Meas¬ 
uring  System.  Filed  November  24.  1976, 
patented  July  18.  1978.  Not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  4,117,731:  Pseudo  Continuous  Wave 
Instrument.  Filed  December  8.  1977,  pat-t 
ented  October  3.  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  4,118.701:  FM/CW  Radar  System. 
Piled  October  8,  1976.  patented  October  3. 
1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5984  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[3510-04-M] 

GOVERNMENT-OWNED  INVENTIONS 
Notice  of  Availability  for  Licensing 

The  inventions  listed  below  are 
owned  by  the  U.S.  Government  and 
are  available  for  domestic  and  possibly 
foreign  licensing  in  accordance  w'ith 
the  licensing  policies  of  the  agency- 
sponsors. 

Copies  of  the  patents  cited  are  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Commissioner  of  Pat¬ 
ents  &  Trademarks,  Washington,  DC 
20231,  for  $.50  each.  Requests  for 
copies  of  patents  must  include  the 
patent  number. 

Copies  of  the  patent  applications 
can  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS), 
Springfield,  Virginia  22161  for  $4.00 
($8.00  outside  North  American  Conti¬ 
nent).  Requests  for  copies  of  patent 
applications  must  include  the  PAT- 
APPL  number.  Claims  are  deleted 
from  patent  application  copies  sold  to 
the  public  to  avoid  premature  disclo¬ 
sure  in  the  event  of  an  interference 
before  the  Patent  and  Trademark 
Office.  Claims  and  other  technical 
data  will  usually  be  made  available  to 
serious  prospective  licensees  by  the 
agency  which  filed  the  case. 

Requests  for  licensing  information 
on  a  particular  invention  should  be  di¬ 
rected  to  the  address  cited  for  the 
agency-sponsor. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 
Patent  Program  Coordinator, 
National  Technical  Information 
Service. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Air  Force  AF/ 
JACP,  1900  Half  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20324. 

Patent  application  921,  138:  Hermetic  Elec¬ 
trical  Feedthrough  for  Aluminum.  Filed 
June  30.  1978. 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  Research 
Agreements  and  Patent  Branch.  General 
Services  Division,  Federal  Building,  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Research  Service.  Hyatts- 
VILLE,  md.  20782. 

Patent  application  929,  866;  Controlled  Re¬ 
lease  Formulations  of  Douglas-Fir  Beetle 
Anti  Aggregative  Pheromone.  3-Methyl-2- 
Cyclohexen-l-One.  Filed  July  31,  1978. 
Patent  application  938,  624:  Measurement  of 
Water  Flow  Rate.  Filed  August  31,  1978. 
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U^.  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Wexfare  National  Institute  op  Health, 
Chief,  Patent  Branch,  Westwood  Build¬ 
ing,  Bethesda,  MD.  20014 

Patent  application  902,  250:  Precision  Enve¬ 
lope  Detector  and  Linear  Rectifier  Cir¬ 
cuitry.  Piled  May  2,  1978. 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  Branch 
OF  Patents,  18  and  C  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

Patent  application  933,  693:  Pilot  Valve  Con¬ 
trol  Apparatus  with  Low  Frequency  Surge 
Suppression.  Filed  August  15, 1978. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Assistant  General  Counsel  for 
Patent  Matters,  NASA  Code  GP-2, 
Washington,  D.C.  20546. 

Patent  application  951,  829:  Microwave 
Power  Transmission  Beam  Safety  System. 
Piled  October  16,  1978. 

Patent  application  953,  314:  Method  and 
Tool  for  Machining  a  Transverse  Slot 
About  a  Bore.  Piled  October  17, 1978. 

Patent  application  953,  390:  Noncontacting 
Method  for  Measuring  Angular  Deflec¬ 
tion.  Piled  23  October  1978. 

Patent  application  956.  961:  Ambient  Cure 
Polyimide  Foams.  Filed  October  31,  1978. 

Patent  application  956,  162:  Subcutaneous 
Channeling  Probe.  Piled  October  31,  1978. 

Patent  application  958,  575:  Modification  of 
the  Electrical  and  Optical  Properties  of 
Polymers.  Piled  November  7,  1978. 

Patent  3,  860,  946:  Space-Charge-Limited 
Solid-State  Triode.  Filed  October  13,  1972, 
patented  January  14,  1975.  Not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  4,  102,  580:  System  for  the  Measure¬ 
ment  of  Ultra-Low  Stray  Light  Levels. 
Piled  December  29,  1976,  patented  July  25, 
1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  103,  550:  Nozzle  Extraction  Proc¬ 
ess  and  Handlemeter  for  Measuring 
Handle.  Filed  October  19,  1976,  patented 
August  1,  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  103,  712:  Positive  Isolation  Discon¬ 
nect.  Piled  December  15,  1976,  patented 
August  1, 1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  104,  018:  Combuster.  Piled  Novem¬ 
ber  26,  1976,  patented  August  1,  1978.  Not 
available  NTIS. 

Patent  4.  104,  084:  Solar  Cells  Having  Inte¬ 
gral  Collector  Grids.  Piled  June  6,  1977, 
patented  August  1,  1978.  Not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  4,  104,  091:  Application  of  Semicon¬ 
ductor  Diffusants  to  Solar  Cells  by  Screen 
Printing.  Piled  May  20,  1977,  patented 
August  1,  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  104.  134:  Method  for  Making  an 
Aluminum  or  Copper  Substrate  Panel  for 
Selective  Absorption  of  Solar  Energy. 
Piled  August  31,  1977,  patented  August  1, 
1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  105,  261:  Spherical  Bearing.  Piled 
October  29,  1976,  patented  August  8,  1978. 
Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  105,  517:  Solar  Photolysis  of 
Water.  Piled  September  30.  1977,  patented 
AugiLst  8.  1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  119,  926:  Apparatus  and  Method 
for  Stabilized  Phase  Detection  for  Binary 
Signal  Tracking  Loops.  Filed  December  8, 
1977,  patented  October  10,  1978.  Not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  1 19,  964:  Systems  and  Methods  for 
Determining  Radio  Frequency  Interfer¬ 
ence.  Piled  October  28,  1976,  patented  Oc¬ 
tober  10. 1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 


NOTICES 


Patent  4,  119,  972:  Phased  Array  Antenna 
Control.  Piled  February  3,  1977,  patented 
October  10, 1978.  Not  available  NTIS. 
Patent  4,  121,  965:  Method  of  Controlling 
Defect  Orientation  in  Silicon  Crystal 
Ribbon  Growth.  Filed  July  16,  1976,  pat¬ 
ented  October  24,  1978.  Not  available 
NTIS. 

Patent  4,  122,  214;  Solar  Cell  Collector  and 
Method  for  Producing  Same.  Filed  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1977,  patented  October  24,  1978. 
Not  available  NTIS. 

Patent  4,  122,  833:  Non-Tracking  Solar 
Energy  Collector  System.  Filed  May  27, 
1977,  patented  October  31. 1978.  Not  avail¬ 
able  NTIS. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5985  PUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

NATIONAL  PETROLEUM  COUNQL,  TASK 

GROUP  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  UNCON¬ 
VENTIONAL  GAS  SOURCES 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  two  task 
groups  of  the  Committee  on  Uncon¬ 
ventional  Gas  Sources  will  meet  in 
February  and  March  1979.  The  Na¬ 
tional  Petroleum  Council  was  estab¬ 
lished  to  provide  advice,  information, 
and  recommendations  to  the  Secretary 
of  Energy  on  matters  relating  to  oil 
and  natural  gas  or  the  oil  and  natural 
gas  industries.  The  Committee  on  Un¬ 
conventional  Gas  Sources  will  analyze 
the  potential  constraints  in  these 
areas  which  may  inhibit  future  pro¬ 
duction  and  will  report  its  findings  to 
the  National  Petroleum  Council.  Its 
analysis  and  findings  will  be  based  on 
information  and  data  to  be  gathered 
by  the  various  task  groups.  The  task 
groups  scheduling  meetings  are  the 
Task  Group  on  Geopressured  Brines 
and  the  Task  Group  on  Coal  Seams. 
The  time,  location  and  agenda  of  the 
task  groups  meetings  follows; 

The  third  meeting  of  the  Geopres- 
sured  Brines  Task  Group  will  be  on 
Wednesday,  February  28,  1979,  start¬ 
ing  at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  9th  floor  offices 
of  Union  Oil  Company  of  California, 
900  Executive  Plaza  West,  4635  South¬ 
west  Freeway,  Houston,  Texas. 

The  tentative  agenda  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  follows; 

1.  Introductory  remarks  by  Chairman  and 
Government  Cochairman. 

2.  Discussion  of  the  study  methodology  to 
be  employed  by  the  Geopressured  Brines 
Task  Group  and  a  review  of  assignments. 

3.  Discussion  of  the  timetable  of  the 
Geopressured  Brines  Task  Group. 

4.  Discussion  of  any  other  matters  perti¬ 
nent  to  the  overall  assignment  of  the 
Geopressured  Brines  Task  Group. 

The  third  meeting  of  the  Coal 
Seams  Task  Group  will  be  on  Friday. 
March  23.  1979,  starting  at  10:00  a.m. 
in  Room  3G  of  the  Duquesne  Club. 


11575 

325  Sixth  Avenue,  Pittsburgh,  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

The  tentative  agenda  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  follows; 

1.  Introductory  remarks  by  Chariman  and 
Government  Cochairman. 

2.  Discussion  of  the  study  methodology  to 
be  employed  by  the  Coal  Seams  Task  Group 
and  a  review  of  assignments. 

3.  Discussion  of  the  timetable  of  the  Coal 
Seams  Task  Group. 

4.  Discussion  of  any  other  matters  perti¬ 
nent  to  the  overall  assignment  of  the  Coal 
Seams  Task  Group. 

The  meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
The  charimen  of  the  task  groups  are 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in 
a  fashion  and  will,  in  their  judgement, 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  busi¬ 
ness.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  file  a  written  statement  with 
the  task  groups  will  be  permitted  to  do 
so,  either  before  or  after  the  meetings. 
Members  of  the  public  who  wish  to 
make  oral  statement  should  inform 
Lucio  A.  D’ Andrea,  Office  of  Resource 
Applications,  202/633-9482,  prior  to 
the  meeting  and  reasonable  provisions 
will  be  made  for  their  appearance  on 
the  agenda. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meetings 
will  be  available  for  public  review  at 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Ihiblic 
Reading  Room.  Room  GA  152,  DOE. 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
avenue.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4;30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
Federal  holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1979. 

February  23, 1979. 

George  S.  McIsaac. 

Assistant  Secretary  for 
Resource  Applications. 

[PR  Doc.  79-6071  PUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

Economic  Rogukitory  Administrotion 

DOMESTIC  CRUDE  OIL  ALLOCATION 
PROGRAM 

Entitlemont  Notice  for  Docombor  1978 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy, 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

ACTION:  December  1978  Entitlement 
Notice. 

SUMMARY;  Under  the  Department 
of  Energy’s  (DOE)  domestic  crude  oil 
allocation  (entitlements)  program,  this 
is  the  monthly  entitlement  notice 
which  sets  forth  the  entitlement  pur¬ 
chase  or  sale  requirements  of  domestic 
refiners  for  December  1978. 

DATES:  Payments  for  entitlements  re¬ 
quired  to  be  purchased  under  this 
notice  must  be  made  by  February  28. 
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NOTICES 


1979.  The  monthly  transaction  report 
specified  in  §211.66(1)  shall  be  filed 
with  the  DOE  by  March  10.  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Douglas  Mclver  (Entitlements  Pro¬ 
gram  Office),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration.  2000  M  Street  NW., 
Room  61281,  Washington,  D.C.  20461 
(202)  254-8660. 

Fred  Wolgel  (Office  of  General 
Counsel).  Department  of  Energy, 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Indepen¬ 
dence  Avenue,  SW.,  Room  6A-127, 
Washington,  D.C.  20585  (202)  252- 
6754. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION: 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  §  211.67  relating  to  the  domes¬ 
tic  crude  oil  all(x;ation  program  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE),  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA),  the  monthly 
notice  specified  in  §  211.67(i)  is  hereby 
published 

Based  on  reports  for  December  1978 
submitted  to  the  DOE  by  refiners  and 
other  firms  as  to  crude  oil  receipts, 
crude  oil  runs  to  stills,  eligible  product 
imports  and  imported  naphtha  utilized 
as  a  petrochemical  feedstock  in  Puerto 
Rico;  application  of  the  entitlement 
adjustment  for  residual  fuel  oil  pro¬ 
duction  shipped  in  foreign  flag  tankers 
for  sale  in  the  East  Coast  market  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  211.67(d)(4);  application  of 
the  entitlement  adjustments  for  Cali¬ 
fornia  lower  tier  and  upper  tier  crude 
oil  provided  in  §  211.67(a)(4);  January 
1979  deliveries  of  crude  oil  for  storage 
in  the  Strategic  Petroleum  Reserve; 
and  application  of  the  entitlement  ad¬ 
justment  for  small  refiners  provided  in 
§  211.67(e),  the  national  domestic 
crude  oil  supply  ratio  for  December 
1978  is  calculated  to  be  .155479. 

In  accordance  with  §  211.67(b)(2).  to 
calculate  the  niunber  of  barrels  of 
deemed  old  oil  included  in  a  refiner’s 
adjusted  crude  oil  receipts  for  the 
month  of  December  1978,  each  barrel 
of  old  oil  is  equal  to  one  barrel  of 
deemed  old  oil  and  each  barrel  of 
upper  tier  crude  oil  is  equal  to  .159307 
of  a  barrel  of  deemed  old  oil. 

The  issuance  of  entitlements  for  the 
month  December  1978  to  refiners  and 
other  firms  is  set  forth  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  to  this  notice.  The  Appendix  lists 
the  name  of  each  refiner  or  other  firm 
to  which  entitlements  have  been 
Lssued,  the  number  of  barrels  of 
deemed  old  oil  included  in  each  such 
refiner’s  adjusted  crude  oil  receipts, 
the  number  of  entitlements  issued  to 
each  such  refiner  or  other  firm,  and 
the  number  of  entitlements  required 
to  be  purchased  or  sold  by  each  such 
refiner  or  other  firm. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.67(i)(4),  the 
price  at  which  entitlements  shall  be 
sold  and  purchased  for  the  month  of 


December  1978  is  hereby  fixed  at 
$8.20,  which  is  the  exact  differential 
as  reported  for  the  month  of  Decem¬ 
ber  between  the  weighted  average  per 
barrel  costs  to  refiners  of  old  oil  and 
of  imported  and  exempt  domestic 
crude  oil,  less  the  sum  of  21  cents. 

In  accordance  with  10  CFR 
211.67(b).  each  refiner  that  has  been 
issued  fewer  entitlements  for  the 
month  of  December  1978  than  the 
number  of  barrels  of  deemed  old  oil  in¬ 
cluded  in  its  adjusted  crude  oil  re¬ 
ceipts  is  required  to  purchase  a 
number  of  entitlements  for  the  month 
of  December  1978  equal  to  the  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  number  of  barrels  of 
deemed  old  oil  included  in  those  re¬ 
ceipts  and  the  number  of  entitlements 
issued  to  and  retained  by  that  refiner. 
Refiners  which  have  been  issued  a 
niunber  of  entitlements  for  the  month 
of  December  1978  in  excess  of  the 
number  of  barrels  of  deemed  old  oil  in¬ 
cluded  in  their  adjusted  crude  oil  re¬ 
ceipts  for  that  month  and  other  firms 
issued  entitlements  shall  sell  such  en¬ 
titlements  to  refiners  required  to  pur¬ 
chase  entitlements.  In  addition,  cer¬ 
tain  refiners  are  required  to  purchase 
or  sell  entitlements  to  effect  correc¬ 
tions  for  reporting  errors  for  the 
months  September  1975  through  No¬ 
vember  1978  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
211.67(JK1). 

The  listing  of  refiners’  old  oil  re¬ 
ceipts  contained  in  the  Appendix  re¬ 
flects  any  adjustments  made  by  ERA 
pursuant  to  §  211.67(h). 

The  listing  contained  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  identifies  in  a  separate  column  la¬ 
beled  “Exceptions  and  Appeals’’  addi¬ 
tional  entitlements  issued  to  refiners 
pursuant  to  relief  granted  by  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  (prior 
to  March  30,  1978,  the  Office  of  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Review  of  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration).  Also  set 
forth  in  this  column  are  adjustments 
for  relief  granted  by  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  for  1975  and 
1976,  which  adjustments  are  reflected 
in  monthly  installments.  The  number 
of  installments  is  dependent  on  the 
magnitude  of  the  adjustment  to  be 


made.  For  a  full  discussion  of  the 
issues  involved,  see  Beacon  Oil  Compa¬ 
ny.  et  al.  4  FEA  par.  87,024  (November 
5, 1976). 

The  listing  contained  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  continues  the  “Consolidated 
Sales’’  entry  initiated  in  the  October 
1977  entitlement  notice.  The  “Consoli¬ 
dated  Sales’’  entry  is  equal  to  the  De¬ 
cember  1978  entitlement  purchase  re¬ 
quirement  of  Arizona  Fuels.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  providing  for  the  “Consoli¬ 
dated  Sales’’  entry  is  to  ensure  that 
Arizona  Fuels  is  not  relieved  of  its  De¬ 
cember  1978  entitlement  purchase  re¬ 
quirement  and  that  no  one  firm  will  be 
unable  to  sell  its  entitlements  by 
reason  of  a  default  by  Arizona  Fuels. 
For  a  full  discussion  of  the  issues  in¬ 
volved,  see  Entitlement  Notice  for  Oc¬ 
tober  1977  (42  FR  64401,  December  23. 
1977). 

For  purposes  of  §  211.67(d)  (6)  and 
(7).  which  provide  for  entitlement  is¬ 
suances  to  refiners  or  other  firms  for 
sales  of  imported  crude  oil  to  the 
United  States  Government  for  storage 
in  the  Strategic  Petroleum  Reserve, 
the  number  of  barrels  sold  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  totaled  4,988,293  barrels. 

For  the  month  of  December  1978, 
Imports  of  residual  fuel  oil  eligible  for 
entitlements  issuances  totaled 
35,527,603  barrels. 

In  accordance  with  §  211.67(a)(4). 
the  number  of  barrels  of  California 
lower  tier  and  upper  tier  crude  oil  as 
reported  by  refiners  to  the  DOE,  and 
the  weighted  average  gravity  thereof 
are  as  follows: 


Volumes 

Weighted 

average 

gravity 

California  Lower  Tier  Crude 

Oil . 

10,282,100 

10’ 

California  Upper  Tier  Crude 

Oil . . . . 

7,442.271 

20’ 

The  total  number  of  entitlements  re¬ 
quired  to  be  purchased  and  sold  under 
this  notice  is  21,027,706. 

Based  on  reports  submitted  to  the 
DOE  by  refiners  as  to  their  adjusted 
crude  oil  receipts  for  December  1978, 
the  pricing  composition  and  weighted 
average  costs  thereof  are  as  follows: 


Volumes 

Weighted 
average  cost 

Percent  of 
total 
volumes ' 

Lower  Tier . 

Upper  Tier . 

Ehcempt  Domestic: 

Alaskan . 

.  86,011,442 

.  00,263,730 

. 36,673,565 

.  30,868,136 

$6.24 

13.13 

12.04 

14.57 

17.1 

17.7 

7.2 

7.0 

.  a,2«w|osa 

13.37 

.7 

.  2.58, 0R4  035 

10.00 

51.7 

2.50,212,147 

14.02 

40.3 

Total  Reported  Crude  Oil  Receipts . 

$12.03 

100.0 

.  S06.150.602 

■Numbers  may  not  add  due  to  rounding. 
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Payment  for  entitlements  required 
to  be  purchased  under  10  CFR 
211.67(b)  for  December  1978  must  be 
made  by  February  28, 1979. 

On  or  prior  to  March  10,  1979,  each 
*  firm  which  is  required  to  purchase  or 
sell  entitlements  for  the  month  of  De¬ 
cember  1978  shall  file  with  the  DOE 
the  monthly  transaction  report  speci¬ 
fied  in  10  CFR  211.66(i)  certifying  its 
purchases  and  sales  of  entitlements 
for  the  month  of  December.  The 
monthly  transaction  report  forms  for 
the  month  of  December  have  been 
mailed  to  reporting  firms.  Firms  that 
have  been  unable  to  locate  other  firms 
for  required  entitlement  transactions 
by  February  28,  1979  are  requested  to 
contact  the  ERA  at  202-254-3336  to 
expedite  consummation  of  these  trans¬ 
actions.  For  firms  that  have  failed  to 
consummate  required  entitlement 
transactions  on  or  prior  to  February 
28,  1979,  the  ERA  may  direct  sales  and 
purchases  of  entitlements  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67(k). 

This  notice  is  issued  pursuant  to 
Subpart  G,  10  CPU  Part  205.  Any 
person  aggrieved  hereby  may  file  an 
appeal  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  in  accordance  with  Sub¬ 
part  H  of  10  CFR  Part  205.  Any  such 
appeal  shall  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  30,  1979. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  22.  1979. 

David  J.  Bardin, 
Administrator,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5974  Filed  2-26-79;  11:42  ami 
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[6450-01 -M] 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
[Docket  No.  RP72-110  (PGA79-2)) 
ALGONQUIN  CAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Rote  Change  Pursuant  to  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Adjustment  Provision 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  Algonquin  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (“Algonquin 
Gas”)  on  January  29.  1979,  tendered 
for  filing  47th  Revised  Sheet  No.  10  to 
its  PERC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1. 

Algonquin  Gas  states  that  this  sheet 
is  being  filed  pursuant  to  Algonquin 
Gas’  Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment 
Provision  set  forth  in  Section  17  of  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  of  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1.  The  adjustments  in  Al¬ 
gonquin  Gas’  rates  consist  of  two 
parts:  (i)  an  adjustment  to  reflect  a 
change  in  purchased  gas  costs  filed  by 
its  supplier,  Texas  Eastern  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation,  as  the  result  of  a 
general  rate  increase  filed  in  Docket 
No.  RP78-87;  and  (ii)  an  adjustment  to 
amortize  the  balance  in  Algonquin 
Gas’  Unrecovered  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Account  (Account  191). 

Algonquin  Gas  also  states  that  the 
proposed  effective  date  of  the  revised 
tariff  sheet  which  incorporates  both 
of  the  above-mentioned  rate  adjust¬ 
ments  is  March  1, 1979. 

Algonquin  Gas  notes  that  a  copy  of 
this  filing  is  being  served  upon  each 
affected  party  and  interested  state 
commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion.  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  28,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79^30  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 
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[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  RP73-65] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Propocod  Change*  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Columbia) 
on  January  29,  1979,  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FERC 
Gsis  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1.  as 
follows; 

Forty-ninth  Revised  Sheet  No.  16 
’Twenty-third  Revised  Sheet  No.  64A 

These  proposed  changes  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  March  1,  1979,  reflect  the  follow¬ 
ing  rate  adjustments: 

(DA  PGA  rate  adjustment,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  20.4  (d)  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  Columbia’s 
FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  ^Volume 
No.  1.  to  recover  increased  cost  of  gas 
purchased  of  $209,507,507,  annually. 

(2)  A  Commodity  Surcharge,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  20.2  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  Columbia’s 
PERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1,  to  flow-through  the  negative  de¬ 
ferred  purchased  gas  cost  balance  of 
$34,823,247  at  December  31,  1978,  as 
adjusted,  over  the  six  month  period 
March  1.  1979  through  August  31, 
1979. 

(3)  An  Advance  Paj^nent  Adjust¬ 
ment,  pursuant  to  Article  IX  of  the 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  in  Docket 
No.  RP76-94,  et  cU.,  approved  by  Com¬ 
mission  Letter  Order  issued  March  16. 
1978.  Such  Advance  Payment  Adjust¬ 
ment  provides  for  an  annual  reduction 
of  $4,751,136. 

(4)  The  expiration  on  February  28, 
1979  of  a  Transportation  Surcharge 
which  became  effective  September  2, 
1978  for  a  six  month  period. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Company’s  Jurisdictional  custom¬ 
ers  and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intertene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Union  Center  Plaza  Building,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  N.E.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with 
Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  27,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
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the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-6031  Piled  2-28-79:  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-112] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  8  LIGHT  CO. 

Order  Accepting  Rates  for  Filing,  Suspending 

Proposed  Rate  Increase,  Allowing  Interven¬ 
tions,  Making  Summary  Disposition,  and  Es¬ 
tablishing  Procedures 

Issued  February  16, 1979. 

On  December  18.  1978,  Jersey  Cen¬ 
tral  Power  and  Light  Company  (Jersey 
Central)  submitted  for  filing  increased 
tariff  rates  for  all-requirements  service 
to  Allegheny  Electric  Cooperative.  Inc. 
(Allegheny),  and  to  the  Boroughs  of 
Butler,  Lavellette,  Madison,  Pember¬ 
ton  and  Seaside  Heights,  New  Jersey 
(Boroughs).  The  rates  proposed  by 
Jersey  Central  would  result  in  in¬ 
creased  revenues  of  $2,136,351  (or  26.6 
percent)  based  on  the  12-month  period 
beginning  January  31.  1979  (Period 
II). 

Notice  of  the  filings  was  issued  on 
January  3,  1979,  with  protests  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
January  19, 1979. 

On  January  19.  1979,  protests  and 
petitions  to  intervene  were  tendered 
for  filing  by  Allegheny  and  the  Bor¬ 
oughs.  respectively,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tions  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure.  Both 
petitioners  allege  various  deficiencies 
in  Jersey  Central’s  cost  of  service  fil¬ 
ings.  Petitioners  also  allege  that  the 
filings  are  in  contravention  of  the 
wage  and  price  guidelines  Issued  De¬ 
cember  13,  1978  by  the  Council  on 
Wage  and  Price  Stability.  The  Bor¬ 
oughs  further  allege  that  the  proposed 
increase  will  create  an  illegal  price 
squeeze.  Both  petitioners  request  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  proposed  rate  increase 
for  five  months. 

On  January  31.  1979,  Jersey  Central 
tendered  for  filing  a  response  to  the 
protests  and  petitions  to  intervene. 
Jersey  Central  does  not  oppose  the  pe¬ 
titions  to  inter\'ene  but  objects  to  peti¬ 
tioners’  motions  for  summary  Judg¬ 
ment  and  a  five-month  suspension. 

Among  other  items,  Jersey  Central’s 
filing  includes  the  following  in  its  cost 
of  service  treatment: 

(1)  Jersey  Central  has  used  plant 
ratios  for  its  functionalization  of  gen¬ 
eral  plant. 

(2)  Jersey  Central’s  Period  II  data 
incorporates  a  Federal  Income  Tax 
rate  of  48  percent  rather  than  the 
lower  46  percent  rate  established  by 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1978,  Pub.  Law'  95- 
6003. 
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(3)  Jersey  Central  has  included  con¬ 
tributions  to  EPRI  and  LMFBR  in  its 
cost  of  service. 

In  its  response,  Jersey  Central  as¬ 
serts  that  this  Commission  requires 
general  plant  to  be  functionalized  on 
the  basis  of  labor  ratios  only  with 
regard  to  the  production,  transmis¬ 
sion.  and  distribution  functions.  Jersey 
Central  has  thus  used  labor  ratios  for 
only  three  of  the  five  functions.  We 
shall  require  Jersey  Central  to  meet 
the  burden  of  showing  that  the  use  of 
labor  ratios  for  all  general  plant  func¬ 
tions  is  unreasonable  as  applied  to  the 
Company,  not  merely  that  its  alterna¬ 
tive  method  of  functionalization  may 
be  reasonable.  This  Commission  has 
consistently  required  this  burden  of 
proof  for  all  plant  functions,  including 
customer  senice  and  information, 
sales,  and  customer  accounting,  and 
not  just  as  to  the  three  major  func¬ 
tions.  ' 

With  regard  to  the  Federal  Income 
Tax  rate,  we  shall  grant  summary  dis¬ 
position  and  require  that  Jersey  Cen¬ 
tral  refile  its  Period  II  tax  expense  on 
the  basis  of  the  46  percent  tax  rate.  In 
accordance  with  this  Commission’s 
policy,  the  costs  of  such  refiling  shall 
be  borne  by  the  Company  and  not 
charged  to  the  ratepayers,  since  Jersey 
Central’s  filing  was  tendered  after  De¬ 
cember  1, 1978.* 

With  regard  to  EPRI  and  LMFBR 
contributions,  we  shall  also  grant  sum¬ 
mary  disposition.  ET*RI  and  LMFBR 
contributions  are  voluntary  in  nature. 
Wholesale  customers  should  thus  be 
free  to  make  independent  contribu¬ 
tions  to  these  research  programs.  This 
is  in  accord  with  our  policy  objectives 
as  enumerated  in  Connecticut  Light 
and  Power,  Docket  No.  ER78-518.*  We 
will  therefore  order  Jersey  Central  to 
refile  its  rates  to  reflect  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  this  item  from  its  cost  of  serv¬ 
ice. 

We  also  find  that  participation  by 
the  petitioners  in  this  proceeding  may 
be  in  the  public  interest. 


’See,  Pennsylvania  Electric  Company, 
Docket  No.  ER78-494  (order  issued  Septem- 
b(T  29,  1978);  see  also.  Opinion  Nos.  20  and 
20-A,  issued  August  3,  1978  and  October  30. 
1978,  respectively,  Minnesota  Power  &  Light 
Company,  Docket  Nos.  E-9499  and  E-9502, 
and  Superior  Water.  Light  and  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  ER76-20. 

’See,  for  example.  Order  dated  January 
31.  1979  in  Central  Kansas  Power  Company, 
Docket  No.  ER79-90,  and  Order  of  October 
30,  1978,  Georgia  Power  Company,  Docket 
No.  ER79-88. 

’The  Initial  Decision  in  Carolina  Power 
<fe  Light  Company,  Docket  No.  ER76-495 
(Phase  I),  September  7,  1978,  as  affirmed  in 
Opinion  No.  19,  disposed  of  the  LMFBR 
contribution  allocation  on  three  grounds: 
(1)  avoidance  of  "double  contribution”  by 
wholesale  customers:  (2)  preservation  of  the 
voluntary  nature  of  the  contributions;  and 
(3)  elimination  of  the  deterrence  to  inde¬ 
pendent  contributions  by  wholesale  custom¬ 
ers. 


Our  review  indicates  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory  or  otherwise  unlawful.  There¬ 
fore,  the  Commission  will  accept 
Jersey  Central’s  submittal  for  filing 
and  suspend  the  rates  for  five  months, 
to  become  effective  July  17,  1979,  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Jersey 
Central’s  proposed  rates  are  hereby 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for 
five  months,  to  become  effective  July 
17, 1979,  subject  to  refund. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  Section  2.17  of  the 
Commission's  Regxilations,  we  hereby 
order  initiation  of  price  squeeze  proce¬ 
dures. 

(C)  The  petitioners,  Allegheny  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  and  the  Bor¬ 
oughs  of  Madison,  Butler,  Lavellette, 
Seaside  Heights  and  Pemberton,  New 
Jersey,  are  hereby  permitted  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  this  proceeding  subject  to  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion:  Provided,  however,  that  partici¬ 
pation  by  such  intervenors  shall  be 
limited  to  the  matters  set  forth  in 
their  petitions  to  intervene;  and  Pro¬ 
vided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 
such  intervenors  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  they  might  be  aggrieved  be¬ 
cause  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

(D)  Jersey  Central  must  meet  the 
burden  of  showing  that  the  use  of 
labor  ratios  is  an  unreasonable  method 
of  functionalization  for  all  of  its  gen¬ 
eral  plant  expenses. 

(E)  Jersey  Central  shall  refile  its 
Period  II  on  the  basis  of  the  46  per¬ 
cent  tax  rate.  All  costs  of  such  refiling 
should  be  included  in  Account  No. 
426.5  (18  CFR,  Part  101). 

(F)  Jersey  Central  shall  refile  its 
rates  to  reflect  the  elimination  of 
EPRI  and  LMBFR  contributions  from 
its  cost  of  service.  All  costs  of  this  re¬ 
filing  shall  also  be  included  in  Account 
No.  426.5. 

(G)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Section  402(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  and 
the  Regulations  under  the  Federal 
Power  Act  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  concern¬ 
ing  the  justness  and  reasonableness  of 
the  rates  proposed  by  Jersey  Central 
Power  and  Light  Company. 

(H)  The  Staff  shall  serve  top  sheets 
in  this  proceeding  on  or  before  May  9, 
1979. 

(DA  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  shall  convene  a  conference  in 
this  proceeding  to  be  held  within  ten 


(10)  days  of  the  serving  of  top  sheets 
in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N,E.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20426.  The  designated  Law 
Judge  is  authorized  to  establish  proce¬ 
dural  dates  and  to  rule  on  all  motions 
(except  motions  to  consolidate  or  sever 
and  motions  to  dismiss),  as  provided 
for  in  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure.  The  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  shall  convene 
a  prehearing  conference  within  fifteen 
(15)  days  of  the  issuance  of  this  order 
for  the  purpose  of  hearing  interve¬ 
nors’  requests  for  data  required  to 
present  their  case,  including  prima 
facie  showing,  on  price  squeeze  issues. 

(J)  The  Secretary  shall  cause 
prompt  publication  of  this  order  to  be 
made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doo.  79-6032  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  RP72-149] 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Propotad  Change  In  Rate* 

February  is,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  Mississippi  River 
Transmission  Corporation  (“Mississip¬ 
pi”)  has  submitted  for  filing  Seventy- 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  to  its 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (“FERC”)  Gas  Tariff,  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1,  which  bears  a  pro¬ 
posed  effective  date  of  March  1,  1979. 

Mississippi  states  that  Seventy- 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  is  being 
filed  pursuant  to  the  Purchased  Gas 
Cost  Adjustment  Clause  (“PGA”)  to 
its  tariff  approved  by  Commission 
order  dated  December  28,  1978.  The 
purpose  of  the  filing  is  to  track  pro¬ 
ducer  and  pipeline  supplier  rate 
changes  and  to  recover  gas  costs  which 
have  acciunulated  in  Mississippi’s  un¬ 
recovered  purchased  gas  cost  account. 
Additionally,  the  deferred  purchased 
gas  cost  recovery  reflects  increases  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978  (NGPA)  for  the  period  De¬ 
cember  1,  1978  through  February  28, 
1979  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Commission  Order  No.  18  issued  De¬ 
cember  1, 1978. 

’The  combined  effect  of  the  producer 
and  pipeline  rate  changes  amounts  to 
a  $.0437  per  Mcf  increase  in  Mississip¬ 
pi’s  Rate  Schedule  CD-I  commodity 
rates,  of  which  $.0201  per  Mcf  relates 
to  a  rate  change  filing  of  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Co.  of  America  proposed  to 
become  effective  March  1,  1979,  The 
accumulated  unrecovered  purchased 
gas  costs  equate  to  $.0161  per  Mcf  of 
which  $.0150  relates  to  NGPA  in- 
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creases  for  the  period  December  1, 
1978  through  February  28,  1979. 

Mississippi  has  inform^  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  copies  of  its  filing,  includ¬ 
ing  computations  in  support  thereof, 
have  been  served  on  its  jurisdictional 
customers  and  the  State  Commissions 
of  Arkansas,  Illinois  and  Missouri. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Section  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  27,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6034  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 

[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  RP76-91.  et  oLl 

MONTANA-DAKOTA  UTIUTIES  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  But  Suepending 

Tariff  Sheet,  Providing  for  Evidentiary  Hear* 

ing,  and  Granting  Intervention 

Issued  February  14. 1979. 

On  January  15,  1979,  Montana- 
Dakota  UtUlties  Co.  (MDU)  fUed  in 
Docket  No.  RP76-91,  et  oL,  pursuant 
to  Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  a 
new  tariff  sheet  as  part  of  its  FERC 
Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No. 
1.  The  new  tariff  sheet,  entitled  First 
Revised  Sheet  No.  56,  increases  from 
4,000  to  7,500  the  number  of  new  resi¬ 
dential  and  small  commercial  custom¬ 
ers  which  MDU  would  be  permitted  to 
connect  under  its  FERC  curtailment 
plan.  The  proposed  effective  date  of 
the  new  tariff  sheet  is  February  15. 
1979.  Over  objections  by  certain  of 
MDU’s  customers  we  shall  accept  the 
tariff  submittal  for  filing  but  suspend 
its  effectiveness  for  five  months  until 
July  15.  1979. 

On  April  26.  1976,  MDU  filed  certain 
tariff  sheets  constituting  its  curtail¬ 
ment  plan.  MDU’s  curtailment  plan 
called  for  the  phased  reduction  of  de¬ 
liveries  to  cert^n  low  priority  custom¬ 
ers  based  upon  a  claimed  inability  to 
attach  new  gas  reser\'es.  The  plan  as 
originally  filed  had  no  limitation  on 
the  attachment  of  new  customers.  Sev¬ 
eral  of  MDU’s  customers  protested, 
claiming,  inter  alia,  that  there  was  no 
Justification  for  MDU  to  curtail  deliv¬ 


eries.  but  if  there  was  then  there  was 
no  Justification  for  MDU  to  continue 
attaching  new  customers  to  its  system. 
By  order  issued  June  17,  1976,  the 
Commission  ‘  accepted  MDU’s  curtail¬ 
ment  tariff  sheets,  suspended  their  ef¬ 
fectiveness  until  October  1,  1976,  and 
convened  a  hearing  on  the  Justness 
and  reasonableness  of  MDU’s  curtail¬ 
ment  plan. 

During  the  course  of  the  hearing 
MDU  negotiated  with  all  the  interve- 
nor-customers  a  settlement  agreement. 
However,  the  settlement  was  not 
unanimous  since  it  was  objected  to  by 
the  Commission  Staff. 

As  part  of  the  settlement  agreement 
MDU  proposed  on  an  interim  basis  to 
restrict  its  attachment  of  new  custom¬ 
ers  as  follows: 

Interim  Restriction  on  Qrorcth.  Seller  will 
limit  its  new  connections  to  4,000  for  each 
calendar  year  beginning  January  1.  1977, 
and  will  restrict  such  connections  to  resi¬ 
dential  and  small  commercial  customers  and 
those  hospitals,  schools,  and  public  institu¬ 
tions  for  which  commitments  have  already 
been  made.  Such  new  connections  will  only 
be  made  as  long  as  new  reserve  additions 
since  January  1,  1976.  average  30  Bcf  per 
year.  MDU  may  continue  adding  new  cus¬ 
tomers  within  such  limitation  at  least  untU 
December  31,  1978.  and  any  Commission 
order  of  permanent  duration  will,  be  pros¬ 
pective  in  effect  from  the  latter  of  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1978,  or  sixty  days  after  such  order 
becomes  final  and  no  longer  subject  to  Judi¬ 
cial  review. 

The  parties  hereto  believe  this  proposal  is 
equitable  to  everyone  concerned  and  that  it 
should  be  approved  as  an-  interim  disposi¬ 
tion  of  the  "growth”  issue.  The  permanent 
“growrth”  issue  will  be  reserved  for  final  dis¬ 
position  by  the  Commission  after  hearing.' 

MDU  filed  the  Stipulation  and 
Agreement  with  the  Commission,  of¬ 
fering  it  in  settlement  of  its  curtail¬ 
ment  proceeding.  Docket  No.  RP76- 
91.*  In  addition.  MDU  filed  with  the 
Commission  certain  revised  curtail¬ 
ment  tariff  sheets  intended  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  terms  of  the  Settlement. 
The  Commission,  however,  rejected  a 
portion  of  the  "Interim  Restriction  on 
Growth"  provision  quoted  above;  and 
so  the  provision  presently  on  file  with 
the  Commission  reads  as  follows; 

§2.10  Interim  Restriction  on  Growth, 
Seiler  will  limit  its  new  connections  to  4,000 
for  each  calendar  year  beginning  January  1, 
1977,  and  w'ill  restrict  such  connections  to 
residential  and  small  commercial  customers 


'This  proceeding  was  commenced  before 
the  FPC.  By  the  Joint  regulation  of  October 
1,  1977  (10  CFR  1000.1),  it  was  transferred 
to  the  FERC.  The  term  "Commission”  when 
used  in  the  context  of  action  taken  prior  to 
October  1,  1977,  refers  to  the  FPC;  when 
used  otherwise,  the  reference  is  to  the 
FERC. 

'Stipulation  and  Agreement  In  Settle¬ 
ment  of  Curtailment  Proceeding  (Settle¬ 
ment)  filed  with  the  Commission  on  August 
31.  1976,  in  Docket  No.  RP76-91.  p,  9. 

'However,  unaffected  by  the  Settlement 
was  the  “permanent  growth”  issue. 


and  those  hospitals,  schools,  and  public  in¬ 
stitutions  for  which  commitments  have  al¬ 
ready  been  made  as  long  as  new  reserve  ad¬ 
ditions  since  January  1,  1976,  average  30  Bcf 
per  year. 

While  the  Commission  considered 
MDU’s  Settlement  proposal,  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Judge  pursued  the  hearing  to  a 
conclusion  on  the  issues  contested  by 
Staff.  The  Presiding  Judge  issued  two 
initial  decisions;  one,  issued  April  19. 

1977,  dealt  with  Staff’s  objections  to 
the  curtailment  plan  as  proposed  in 
MDU’s  Settlement;  the  other.  Issued 
May  16.  1977,  addressed  the  so-called 
“permanent  growth”  issued,  l.e. 
whether  MDU  should  continue  attach¬ 
ing  new  customers  after  December  31. 

1978,  (the  end  of  the  interim  growth 
period).  Exceptions  were  taken  to  both 
initial  decisions.  The  Conunission  has 
not  yet  acted  upon  those  exceptions, 
nor  has  the  Commission  acted  upon 
MDU’s  Settlement  proposal. 

By  order  issued  November  17,  1978, 
in  Docket  No.  RP72-89.  et  aX.,  the 
Commission,  inter  alia,  temporarily 
suspended  its  consideration  of  the 
MDU  curtailment  proceeding  pending 
a  more  thorough  consideration  of  the 
effects  upon  MDU’s  curtailment  plan 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA).  Further,  the  Commission  re¬ 
manded  the  proceeding  to  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Judge  for  the  convening  of  a  con¬ 
ference  among  the  parties  to  assess 
the  impact  of  NGPA.  Following  that 
conference  the  Presiding  Judge  is  to 
submit  a  report  to  the  Commission 
outlining  his  assessment  of  the  impact 
of  NGPA. 

It  was  in  that  procedural  context 
that  MDU  filed,  on  January  15.  1979, 
the  instant  tariff  sheet.  ’The  proposed 
tariff  sheet  would  revise  the  previous¬ 
ly  quoted  Section  2.10  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

2.10  Interim  Restriction  on  Growth. 
Seller  will  limit  its  new  connections  to  7,500 
for  each  calendar  year  beginning  January  1, 

1979,  and  will  restrict  such  connections  to 
residential  and  small  commercial  customers. 
Such  new  connections  will  only  be  made  as 
long  as  new  reserve  additions  since  January 
1, 1978,  average  40  Bcf  per  year. 

As  previously  noted,  MDU’s  present 
Section  2.10  (“Interim  Restriction  on 
Growth”  tariff  provision)  permits 
MDU  to  attach  up  to  4,000  new  resi¬ 
dential  and  commercial  customers  as 
long  as  MDU’s  new  reserve  additions 
since  January  1.  1976,  average  30  Bcf 
per  year.  The  proposed  Section  2.10 
would  permit  the  attachment  of  7,500 
new  customers  per  year  as  long  as  new 
reserve  additions  since  January  1. 
1978,  average  40  Bcf  per  year. 

In  support  of  the  proposed  change 
MDU  offers  four  reasons.  First,  MDU 
claims  it  has  added  and  expects  at 
least  through  1979  to  continue  adding 
“significant  quantities  of  new  re¬ 
serves”,  well  in  excess  of  its  previous 
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expectations.  Second,  MDU  claims 
that  “the  conservation  effect  of  in¬ 
creased  gas  prices  is  making  additional 
gas  available”.  Third,  MDU  maintains 
that  despite  reduced  allocations  of  gas 
its  lower  priority  industrial  customers 
under  the  curtailment  plan,  the  indus¬ 
trial  customers  have  not  taken  all  the 
gas  allocated.  Finally,  MDU  alleges 
that  increasing  the  number  of  residen¬ 
tial  and  commercial  attachments  “will 
have  a  counter-inflationary  effect.” 

After  due  notice  of  MDU’s  tariff 
filing,  protests  have  been  filed  by  The 
Great  Western  Sugar  Company  (Great 
Western),  Holly  Sugar  Corporation 
(Holly),  Interstate  Brands  Corporation 
(Interstate)  and  Georgia-Pacific  Cor¬ 
poration  (G-P).‘  The  general  theme  of 
the  opposition  to  MDU’s  proposed 
tariff  sheet  appears  to  be  that  if 
MDU’s  gas  supply  has  improved,  as  it 
suggests,  then  the  increased  gas  re¬ 
serves  should  be  devoted  to  existing 
customers  rather  than  new  attach¬ 
ments.  From  this  premise  the  protes¬ 
ters  variously  urge  that  MDU’s  sub¬ 
mittal  be  suspended  for  5  months  and 
set  for  hearing  if  not  summarily  re¬ 
jected. 

Great  Western  argues  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  must  reject  MDU’s  tariff 
filing.  In  this  regard.  Great  Western 
asserts  that  the  Settlement  underlying 
the  present  language  of  §  2.10  is  bind¬ 
ing  upon  MDU.  According  to  Great 
Western,  it  follow's  that  “MDU  is  with¬ 
out  authority  unilaterally  even  to  at¬ 
tempt  to  modify  its  terms  by  tendering 
a  tariff  amendment  for  filing  with  the 
Commission”,  In  support.  Great  West¬ 
ern  relies  on  the  "Mobile-Sierra”  doc¬ 
trine.  ‘ 

In  Mobile  and  Sierra  public  utility 
companies  filed  rate  increases  incon¬ 
sistent  with  existing  fixed-rate  con¬ 
tracts  between  the  companies  and 
their  customers.  The  Supreme  Court 
held  that  such  unilateral  hlings  are  in¬ 
valid  and  should  be  rejected  by  the 
Commission.  Simply  restated,  the 
notion  of  "Mobile-Sierra"  is  that,  “the 
contract  between  the  parties  governs 
the  legality  of  the  filing,”® 

Great  Western  does  not  fully  ex¬ 
plain  why  the  “Mobile-Sierra”  doc¬ 
trine,  w-hich  applies  to  rate  filings  af¬ 
fecting  parties  to  fixed-rate  contracts, 
is  necessarily  applicable  in  the  context 
of  a  curtailment  filing.  As  Great  West¬ 
ern  itself  points  out,  a  similar  attempt 
to  apply  the  "Mobile-Sierra”  doctrine 
in  the  curtailment  context  was  tried 
and  rejected  in  FPC  v.  Louisiana 
Power  &  Light  Co..  496  U.S.  621,  646 
(1972). 


*  In  addition.  G-P  pet  itions  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene;  the  three  other  protesters  are  al¬ 
ready  parties  to  this  proce^ing. 

*See  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  v.  Mobile 
Gas  Service  Corp.,  350  U.S.  332  (1956)  and 
F.P.C.  v.  Sierra-Pacific  Power  Co.,  350  U.S. 
348(1956). 

*  Richmond  Potoer  and  Light,  et  oL  v. 
FPC.  481  P.2d  490.  493.  (D.C.  Cir.,  1973). 


In  any  event.  Great  Western’s  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Settlement  as  being  analo¬ 
gous  to  the  fixed-rate  contract  in 
Mobile  or  Sierra  is  far  from  apt.  First, 
the  Settlement  is  not  yet  a  binding 
agreement.  By  its  own  terms  the  Set¬ 
tlement  does  not  take  effect  until  the 
Commission  approves  it  without  modi¬ 
fication.’  This  the  Commission  has  not 
done.  Moreover,  any  party  to  the  Set¬ 
tlement,  including  presumably  MDU, 
may  yet  withdraw  its  participation  if 
and  when  the  Commission  does  ap¬ 
prove  the  Settlement.’  Second,  the 
Settlement  provides  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  4,000  new  attachments  per  year 
was  only  an  interim  measure,  binding 
on  all  parties  only  through  December 
31,  1978."  MDU’s  filing  was  of  course 
tendered  after  that  date. 

We  see  no  underlying  contractual 
obligation  precluding  MDU’s  instant 
filing.  Great  Western’s  "Mobile- 
Sierra"  argument,  therefore,  must  be 
rejected. 

Interstate  also  urges  rejection  of  the 
tariff  filing,  although  on  different 
grounds.  Noting  that  the  present  §  2.10 
language  is  pending  before  the  Com¬ 
mission,  Interstate  argues  that  the 
projxjsed  revision  of  the  §2.10  tariff 
language  “contravenes  long-standing 
Commission  policy  intended  to  dis- 
couiage  and  disallow  filings  of  tariffs 
under  Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  at  a  time  w'hen  other  tariff  sheets 
are  pending  on  review”.  In  support.  In¬ 
terstate  cites  our  order  in  El  Paso  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Co.,  issued  March  31,  1978,  in 
Docket  No.  RP72-6, 

In  that  case,  we  rejected  tariff 
sheets  filed  by  E3  Paso  for  a  reason  pe¬ 
culiar  to  that  situation  and  wholly  in¬ 
applicable  here.  We  did  not,  as  Inter¬ 
state  alleges,  reject  El  Paso’s  tariff 
sheets  simply  because  other  tariff 
sheets  were  pending  on  review'. 
Rather,  we  rejected  the  second  of  two 
interdependent  sets  of  tariff  filings  by 
El  Paso  because  acceptance  of  the 
second  w'ould  have  rendered  the  first 
set,  pending  on  review.  Incomprehensi¬ 
ble.  The  tariffs  were  rejected  in  order 
to  avoid  administrative  confusion. 
MDU’s  filing  creates  no  such  adminis¬ 
trative  confusion.  MDU  simply  seeks 
to  replace  one  tariff  provision  pending 
on  review  with  another  provision  simi¬ 
lar  in  concept,  differing  only  in  degree. 

Interstate  also  urges  rejection  on  the 
grounds  that  MDU’s  tariff  proposal 
violates  both  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
NGPA.  This  argument  is  without 
merit.  First,  Interstate  claims  the 
tariff  proposal  violates  the  standards 
of  Section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
that  tariffs  be  just,  reasonable,  non- 
preferential  and  non-prejudicial. 
Citing  Granite  City  and  Commission 
Opinion  No.  773,®  Interstate  maintains 


’Settlement,  supra,  p.  10. 

"Settlement,  supra,  p.  9. 

•Granite  City  Steel  Co.,  v.  FPC.  P.2d  711 
(D.C.  Cir.,  1963);  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co., 


that  “well-established  precedent  com¬ 
mands  that  existing  customers  of  a 
pipeline  should  be  preferred  over  new 
customers.” 

It  is  hard  to  see  how  the  proposed 
§  2.10  differs  with  respect  to  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  Section  4  of  the  Act  from  the 
currently  effective  §  2.10  to  which  In¬ 
terstate  did  not  object.  In  any  event, 
the  two  cases  cited  in  this  regard  by 
Interstate  have  nothing  to  do  with  and 
do  not  support  a  summary  tariff  rejec¬ 
tion.  Indeed,  both  cases  were  resolved 
only  after  full  evidentiary  hearing. 

Finally,  Interstate  argues  that 
MDU’s  filing  violates  NGPA  because 
the  additional  requirements  of  at¬ 
tached  agricultural  users  must  be  met 
before  new  customers  are  served.  Here 
again  the  argument  does  not  support 
rejection  of  MDU’s  tariff  filing.  At 
best  the  premise  for  the  arg\iment  is 
unresolved  at  this  time. 

Having  determined  not  to  reject 
MDU’s  tariff,  we  turn  next  to  the  al¬ 
ternative  request  for  suspension  and 
hearing.  As  indicated  MDU’s  tariff 
filing  addresses  a  matter  that  is  cur¬ 
rently  pending  Commission  review'— 
namely  the  propriety  of  new  attach¬ 
ments  during  curtailment.  However, 
the  predicate  for  the  instant  filing— a 
substantial  change  in  MDU’s  gas  re¬ 
serves  and  system'  requirements  pos¬ 
ture— is  not  a  matter  of  evidentiary 
record.  Consistent  with  past  action  in 
this  proceeding,  ‘®  we  shall  suspend  the 
effectiveness  of  the  proposed  tariff 
sheet,  and  provide  for  an  evidentiary 
hearing  to  be  consolidated  with  the  re¬ 
manded  proceeding  assessing  the 
impact  of  NGPA  on  MDU’s  curtail¬ 
ment  plan. 

MDU  urges  that  any  suspension  of 
its  tariff  proposal  be  limited  to  one 
day  so  that  it  may  begin  attaching  cus¬ 
tomers  at  the  outset  of  the  upcoming 
construction  season.  The  protestors 
urge,  on  the  other  hand,  .suspension 
for  the  maximum  period  of  5  months. 
The  protestors  maintain  that  the 
“growth”  issue  (upon  which  MDU’s 
filing  impacts)  may  be  affected  by 
NGPA.  More  specifically,  the  question 
they  seem  to  be  raising  is  whether 
NGPA  requires  full  service  to  high  pri¬ 
ority  needs,  including  high  priority 
needs  not  yet  attached  to  MDU’s 
system,  before  any  service  to  lower  pri¬ 
ority  needs.  The  protestors  urge  sus¬ 
pension  for  the  maximum  period  pos¬ 
sible  to  give  time  to  clarify  some  of  the 
uncertainty  surrounding  NGPA’s 
impact. 

We  are  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
protestors.  We  shall  therefore,  in  our 
discretion,  suspend  MDU’s  tariff  for 
the  full  5-month  period  provided  for 


Opinion  No.  773,  Docket  No.  CP75-333 
(August  13,  1976). 

'"See  Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co., 
issued  November  17,  1976,  in  Docket  No. 
RP76-91, 
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by  Section  4  of  NGA.  The  maximum 
suspension  is  especially  appropriate  in 
these  circumstances  since  any  custom¬ 
ers  MDU  attaches  pursuant  to  its  pro¬ 
posed  tariff  authority  will  likely 
remain  on  the  system,  and  so.  the 
effect  of  the  implementation  of  this 
tariff  proposal  is  likely  to  be  perma¬ 
nent. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  MDU  is  a 
‘‘natural  gas  company”  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as 
heretofore  found  by  the  Commission. 

(2)  The  proposed  tariff  sheet  enti¬ 
tled  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  56  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  or  otherwise  un¬ 
lawful  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  MOU’s  proposed 
substitute  tariff  sheet  be  accepted  for 
filing,  that  the  operation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  tariff  sheet  be  suspended  and 
the  use  thereof  deferred,  and  that  the 
question  of  the  justness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  said  tariff  sheet  be  consoli¬ 
dated  for  hearing  with  the  remanded 
proceeding  assessing  the  impact  of 
NGPA  on  MDU’s  curtailment  plan. 

(4)  The  participation  by  G-P  in  this 
proceeding  may  be  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
proposed  tariff  sheet  entitled  First  Re- 
'vised  Sheet  No.  56  is  accepted  for 
filing  but  suspended  until  July  15. 
1979,  and  thereafter  until  made  effec¬ 
tive  in  the  manner  prescribed  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(B)  The  issues  relating  to  the  just¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  tariff  sheet  are  set  for  eviden¬ 
tiary  hearing  and  consolidated  with 
the  remanded  proceeding  to  assess  the 
impact  of  NGPA  on  MDU’s  curtail¬ 
ment  plan. 

(C)  G-P  is  permitted  to  intervene  in 
this  proceeding  subject  to  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  of  the  Commission; 
Provided,  however,  that  the  participa¬ 
tion  of  such  intervenor  shall  be  limit¬ 
ed  to  matters  affecting  asserted  rights 
and  interests  specifically  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  intervene,  and  Pro¬ 
vided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 
said  intervenor  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
it  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  of  the  Commission  entered  in 
this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission.  Commissioner 
Holden  voted  present. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-6035  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-463] 

MONTAUP  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Proposed  SoNlomont  Agroomont 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  6, 
1979,  Montaup  Electric  Company  and 
its  wholesale  customers  filed  for  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Commission  an  executed 
Settlement  Agreement  purporting  to 
resolve  all  issues  present  in  this 
docket.  On  February  8,  1979,  this  Set¬ 
tlement  Agreement  and  the  record  in 
this  docket  were  certified  by  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Judge  to  the  Commission  for 
review  and  disposition. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  settlement  proposal 
should  file  comments  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  before  March  9, 
1979.  Comments  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies 
of  this  proposal  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6036  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  Nos.  ER  78-77  and  EL  78-27] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO.  AND  ALABAMA  ELEC¬ 
TRIC  COOPERATIVE,  INC,  at  ol.,  v.  ALA¬ 
BAMA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Briefing  Schedule 

P^RUARY  15,  1979. 
On  January  31,  1979,  the  Presiding 
Judge  issued  an  initial  decision  in  this 
proceeding.  The  initial  decision  states 
on  page  9  that  all  parties  have  waived 
the  filing  of  exceptions.  The  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  provide  that  the  period  for 
filing  exceptions  is  30  days  from  date 
of  service  of  the  decision  or  such  other 
time  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary 
(18  CFR  1.31(a)).  While  it  appears 
that  no  exceptions  will  be  filed,  the 
normal  time  schedule  for  filing  briefs 
will  be  applied  to  this  proceeding  to 
allow  the  Commission  sufficient  time 
to  determine  whether  to  initiate 
review  on  its  own  motion  if  no  briefs 
are  filed  (18  CFR  1.30(d)(2)). 

Therefore,  the  time  for  filing  briefs 
on  exceptions  wiU  expire  on  March  2, 
1979.  If  such  briefs  are  filed,  briefs  op- 
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posing  exceptions  will  be  due  on  or 
before  March  22, 1979. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6038  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Project  Nos.  1417  and  1835] 

CENTRAL  NEBRASKA  PUBLIC  POWER  AND  IR¬ 
RIGATION  DISTRICT  AND  NEBRASKA  PUBLIC 
POWER  DISTRICT 

Nolle*  of  Application  for  AmondmenI  of 
Lic*nt*i 

February  16. 1979. 
Take  notice  that  on  April  28.  1978, 
the  Central  Nebraska  Public  Power 
and  Irrigation  District  and  the  Nebras¬ 
ka  Public  Power  District  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  under  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
16  U.S.C.  §§  791(a)-825(r)  (1976),  for 
amendment  of  their  licenses  for  FERC 
Project  Nos.  1417  and  1835.  The  pro¬ 
jects  are  located  on  the  North  Platte 
River  in  Keith  County,  Nebraska.  Cor¬ 
respondence  regarding  the  application 
should  be  sent  to:  Mr.  R.  D.  Dirmeyer, 
General  Manager.  The  Central  Ne¬ 
braska  Public  Power  and  Irrigation 
District,  P.O.  Box  356,  Holdredge,  Ne¬ 
braska  68949,  and  Mr.  D.  W.  Hill.  Gen¬ 
eral  Manager,  Nebraska  Public  Power 
District,  P.O,  Box  499,  Colmnbus,  Ne¬ 
braska  68601,  with  a  copy  to  Thomas 
C.  Watson,  Esq.,  Morgan,  Lewis  and 
Bockius,  1800  M  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20036. 

Central  Nebraska  Public  Power  and 
Irrigation  District  (“CNPP”),  licensee 
for  FERC  Project  No.  1417,  requests 
that  its  license  be  amended  to  allow 
the  construction  of:  (1)  a  reinforced 
concrete  powerhouse,  to  be  located  ad¬ 
jacent  to  the  right  abutment  of  Kings¬ 
ley  Dam,  containing  one  hydroelectric 
generating  unit  with  an  installed  ca¬ 
pacity  of  50,000  kW.  The  turbine 
gjH^ould  utilize  flows  from  the  existing 
outlet  structure;  (2)  a  115  kV  transmis¬ 
sion  line,  4.1  miles  long,  extending 
from  the  new  powerhouse  to  Nebraska 
Public  Power  District’s  (“NPPD”)  345/ 
115  kV  Keystone  Substation  (non¬ 
project),  which  is  currently  under  con¬ 
struction;  (3)  a  19-foot-diameter  pen¬ 
stock  685  feet  long,  565  feet  of  which 
would  be  installed  inside  the  existing 
20-foot-diameter  outlet  tunnel  of 
Kingsley  Dam;  (4)  a  new  260-foot-long 
access  road  extending  from  an  existing 
county  road  to  the  proposed  power¬ 
house;  and  (5)  a  microwave  control 
system  which  would  enable  remote  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Kingsley  powerhouse, 
the  Keystone  Diversion  Dam  and 
NPPD  supply  canal  gates. 

In  the  application.  CNPP  also  re¬ 
quests  Commission  authorization  to: 
(1)  dredge  approximately  350,000  cubic 
yards  of  sediment  from  Lake  Ogallala 
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(FERC  Project  No.  1417)  and  deposit 
the  material  at  the  downstream  toe  of 
Kingsley  Dam;  and  (2)  modify  the  op¬ 
eration  oS  project  No.  1417  to  allow  an 
additional  1.5  foot  fluctuation  of  the 
Lake  Ogallala  water  surface  elevation 
so  that  it  will  operate  between  a  new 
maximum  level  of  3,126.5  feet  (project 
datum)  and  a  new  minimum  level  of 
3122.0.  The  current  fluctuation  is  lim¬ 
ited  to  3  feet  with  maximum  and  mini¬ 
mum  operating  levels  of  3,126.0  and 
3,123.0  feet,  respectively. 

NPPD,  licensee  for  FERC  Project 
No.  1835,  requests  its  license  be 
amended  to  reflect  the  following  pro¬ 
posed  changes:  (1)  modify  the  Kings¬ 
ley  Diversion  Dam  to  incorporate  an 
emergency  spillway  at  elevation 
3,129.50  and  raise  the  dam  crest  eleva¬ 
tion  from  3,123.25  to  3,133.50;  (2)  pro¬ 
vide  3  new  20-foot-wide  sluice  gates  in 
the  center  of  the  Keystone  Diversion 
Dam  and  raise  the  gate  sills  of  the  ex¬ 
isting  sluice  gates  at  the  right  dam 
abutment  3.0  feet  from  elevation 
3,113.5  to  3,116.5;  (3)  lower  the  gate 
sills  on  5  NPPD  supply  canal  gates  by 
2.75  feet  from  elevation  3,120.75  to 
3,118.00;  and  (4)  automate  all  Key¬ 
stone  Diversion  Dam  gates  and  NPPD 
supply  canal  gates. 

Raising  the  elevation  of  the  Key¬ 
stone  Diversion  Dam  by  10.25  feet  in 
combination  with  dredging  would 
eliminate  the  need  to  inundate  addi¬ 
tional  land  to  provide  the  needed  stor¬ 
age  capacity  in  Lake  Ogallala.  The  in¬ 
creased  storage  is  required  to  provide 
the  generating  capacity  proposed  for 
Kingsley  Dam.  Since  the  minimum 
elevation  of  Lake  Ogallala  would  be 
decreased  by  one  foot,  the  sills  of  the 
NPPD  supply  canal  gates  at  the  Key¬ 
stone  Diversion  Dam  would  be  also 
lowered  to  ensure  that  water  would 
flow  into  the  supply  canal. 

The  power  and  energy  developed  by 
the  proposed  hydroelectric  generating 
unit  would  be  delivered  to  NPPD  for 
distribution.  NPPD  would  pay  CNPP 
for  the  actual  costs  of  debt  service,  op¬ 
eration  and  maintenance,  and  renew¬ 
als  and  replacements. 

Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  about  this  applica¬ 
tion  should  file  a  protest  or  a  petition 
to  intervene  with  the  Federal  Elnergy 
Regulatory  Commission,  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Conunis- 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proecure 
(“Rules”),  18  C.P.R.  §1.10  or  §1.8 
(1978).  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  filed,  but  a  person 
who  merely  files  a  protest  does  not 
become  a  party  to  the  proceeding.  To 
become  a  party,  or  to  participate  in 
any  hearing,  a  person  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  rules.  Any  protest  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on 
or  before  April  2,  1979.  The  Commis¬ 


sion's  address  is:  825  N.  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6039  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -Ml 

[Docket  No.  CP79-156] 
ariES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  16,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  23, 
1979,  Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant).  P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma 
City.  Oklahoma  73125,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP79-156  an  application  pursuant 
to  Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  certain  re¬ 
placement  facilities,  and  for  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  to  abandon  in  place, 
by  reclamation  and  by  sale  certain 
facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspiection. 

Applicant  states  that  the  facilities  it 
proposes  to  abandon  are  largely  inad¬ 
equate  and  obsolete  in  view  of  oper¬ 
ational  requirements,  and  that  where 
necessary,  new  facilities  would  replace 
inadequate  and  obsolete  facilities  in 
order  efficiently  and  economically  to 
meet  market  requirements  on  Appli¬ 
cant’s  pipeline  system.  The  proposed 
abandonments  and  replacements 
would  enhance  Applicant’s  ability  to 
provide  service  to  its  customers,  it  is 
asserted. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  the 
following: 

1.  To  abandon  in  place  approximate¬ 
ly  2.65  miles  of  4-inch  pipeline  and  ap¬ 
purtenant  facilities  in  the  Potwin 
Pipeline,  Butler  County,  Kansas. 

’This  segment  of  pipeline  is  not  dete¬ 
riorated  to  the  extent  it  can  no  longer 
be  economically  oi>erated  and  main¬ 
tained.  it  is  said.  It  is  stated  that  the 
abandonment  of  this  loop  can  be 
achieved  without  losing  required 
capacity. 

2.  To  abandon  and  reclaim  approxi¬ 
mately  2.19  miles  of  6-inch  pipeline 
and  replace  by  construction  approxi¬ 
mately  2.19  miles  of  4-inch  pir>eline  in 
the  Wellington  Pipeline  in  Sumner 
and  Cowley  Counties,  Kansas. 

It  is  indicated  that  this  segment  of 
pipeline  is  now  deteriorated  to  the 
extend  that  it  can  no  longer  be  eco¬ 
nomically  operated  and  maintained. 

3.  To  abandon  by  sale  in  place  to  the 
Gas  Service  Company  (Gas  Service) 
approximately  0.25  mile  of  3-inch  pipe¬ 


line  in  the  Rose  Hill  Pipeline,  Butler 
County,  Kansas. 

This  abandonment  by  sale  would 
result  in  Gas  Service's  owning  and  op¬ 
erating  the  facilities  which  are  down¬ 
stream  from  Applicant's  existing  town 
border  meter  setting  through  which 
deliveries  are  being  made  to  Rose  Hill, 
Kansas,  it  is  stated.  It  is  further  stated 
that  the  facilities  which  Applicant 
proposes  to  abandon  by  sale  to  Gas 
Service  are  more  properly  a  part  of 
Gas  Service's  distribution  system  than 
Applicant's  transmission  system. 

4.  To  abandon  by  sale  in  place  to 
Monarch  Cement  Company  approxi¬ 
mately  0.17  mile  of  5-inch  pipeline, 
and  0.39  mile  of  4-inch  pipeline  and 
appurtenant  facilities  in  the  Humboldt 
Pipeline,  Allen  County,  Kansas. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  abandonment 
by  sale  to  Monarch  would  result  in 
Monarch's  owning  and  operating  the 
facilities  which  would  be  disconnected 
from  Applicant’s  system.  Monarch 
presently  owns  the  two  residences 
being  served  by  the  pipeline,  it  is  said. 
Applicant  indicates  that  it  would  cap 
the  line  immediately  south  of  the  resi¬ 
dences  and  Monarch  would  connect  an 
existing  Monarch  gas  line  to  this  4- 
inch  pipeline  and  continue  service  to 
the  two  customers. 

5.  To  abandon  in  place  approximate¬ 
ly  1.36  miles  of  5-inch  pipeline  0.32 
mile  of  4-inch  pipeline  and  appurte¬ 
nant  facilities  and  abandon  and  re¬ 
claim  sales  meter  settings  and  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities  in  the  Humboldt  Pipe¬ 
line,  Allen  County,  Kansas. 

The  segment  of  pipeline  which  Ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  abandon  in  place  is 
being  abandoned  for  the  convenience 
of  Monarch,  it  is  stated.  It  is  indicated 
that  Monarch  would  be  extending 
present  mining  operations  into  this 
area.  No  customers  are  being  served  on 
this  segment  of  pipeline,  it  is  said. 

6.  To  abandon  by  sale  in  place  to 
Gas  Service  approximately  0.25  mile 
of  2-inch  pipeline  and  appurtenant 
facilities,  abandon  and  reclaim  the 
town  border  meter  setting  and  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities  and  construct  a  new 
meter  setting  and  appurtenant  facili¬ 
ties  in  the  Le  Loup  Pipeline.  Franklin 
County,  Kansas. 

It  is  stated  that  this  abandonment 
by  sale  would  result  in  Gas  Service 
owning  and  operating  the  facilities 
downstream  from  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  new  town  border  meter  setting 
through  which  deliveries  would  be 
made  to  Le  Loup.  Kansas.  The  facili¬ 
ties  which  Applicant  proposes  to  aban¬ 
don  by  sale  to  Gas  Service  are  more 
properly  a  part  of  Gas  Service’s  distri¬ 
bution  system  than  Applicant’s  trans¬ 
mission  sysem,  it  is  sai^ 

Applicant  states  that  the  sale  of 
these  facilities  would  not  result  in  any 
abandonment  of  service  as  the  custom¬ 
ers  receiving  gsis  deliveries  from  these 
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facilities  are  presently  served  by  Gas 
Service. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  total  estimat¬ 
ed  cost  of  all  the  proposed  facilities  to 
be  constructed  is  $83,423,  which  cost 
Applicant  would  finance  from  treasury 
cash.  The  total  reclaim  cost  for  the 
proposed  abandonment  is  $12,320  with 
an  estimated  salvage  value  of  $8,335,  it 
is  stated. 

Applicant  states  that  the  abandon¬ 
ment  of  the  facilities  proposed  in  1 
through  6  would  not  result  in  any 
abandonment  of  gas  service  to  any  ex¬ 
isting  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CPU 
157.70).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Elnergy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Section  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate 
and  permission  and  approval  for  the 
proposed  abandonment  are  required 
by  the  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6040  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-1671 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  16,1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  30, 
1979,  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Compa¬ 
ny  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1087,  Colora¬ 
do  Springs,  Colorado  80944,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP79-167  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  up  to  5,000  Mcf 
of  natural  gas  per  day  for  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America 
(NGPL),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  application  states  that  NGPL 
has  acquired  a  supply  of  natural  gas  in 
the  Bunker  Hill  area  of  Carbon 
County,  Wyoming,  which  is  remote 
from  its  pipeline  system.  Applicant  in¬ 
dicates  that  it  has  gathering  and 
transmission  facilities  in  this  area. 
Consequently,  Applicant  and  NGPL 
entered  into  an  agreement  dated  De¬ 
cember  26,  1978,  to  provide  for  the 
transportation  of  NCJPL’s  gas  from 
the  Bunker  Hill  area  to  an  existing 
system  interconnection  at  Applicant’s 
Forgan  Meter  Station  in  Beaver 
County.  Oklahoma,  it  is  stated.  NGPL 
would  install  gathering  facilities,  or 
utilize  the  facilities  of  a  third  party,  to 
connect  the  wells  to  Applicant’s 
system,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  states  that  pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  the  'agreement  it  would 
accept  volumes  up  to  5,000  Mcf  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  per  day  from  NGPL  and 
would  redeliver  thermally  equivalent 
volumes,  less  applicable  fuel  and  unac¬ 
counted-for  volumes,  to  NGPL  at  an 
existing  interconnection  at  Forgan. 
The  volumes  of  gas  delivered  by 
NGPL  to  Applicant  and  subsequently 
redelivered  to  NGPL  would,  as  nearly 
as  feasible,  be  balanced  on  a  monthly 
basis. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would 
charge  NGPL  for  the  proposed  trans¬ 
portation  service  a  rate  to  reflect  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  transmission  system  cost  of 
service,  including  a  reasonable  return 
on  investment,  but  exclusive  of  the 
cost  of  service  attributable  to  gas  used 
in  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
Applicant’s  transmission  system, 
which  initially  is  currently  20.87  cents 
per  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Conunission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intertvene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 


(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  imnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6041  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-160] 

FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  16,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  25, 
1979,  Florida  Gas  Transmission  Com¬ 
pany  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  44,  Winter 
Park,  Florida  32790,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  C)P79-160  an  application  pursuant 
to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  certain  quantities  of  liq¬ 
uefiable  hydrocarbons  for  Florida  Hy¬ 
drocarbons  Company  (Hydrocarbons), 
an  affiliate  of  Applicant,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
transport  up  to  9,000  Mcf  per  day  of 
liquefiable  hydrocarbons  (ethane,  pro¬ 
pane,  butane,  natural  gasoline  or  mix¬ 
tures  thereof)  to  Hydrocarbons’ 
Brooker,  Florida,  procei^ing  plant  pur- 
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suant  to  the  terms  of  a  tranportation 
agreement  dated  January  5,  1979,  be¬ 
tween  Applicant  and  Hydrocarbons.  It 
is  stated  that  at  Hydrocarbons’ 
Brooker  processing  plant,  Hydrocar¬ 
bons  would  remove  the  liquefiable  hy¬ 
drocarbons,  less  2  percent  of  the  quan¬ 
tity  tendered  which  represents  losses, 
fuel  shrinkage,  or  unaccounted  for  vol¬ 
umes,  from  Applicant’s  natural  gas 
pipeline.  It  is  further  stated  that  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  terms  of  the  transporta¬ 
tion  agreement  Hydrocarbons  would 
deliver  liquefiables  to  Applicant  at 
such  points  as  Hydrocarbons  and  Ap¬ 
plicant  may  agree  to  from  time-to- 
time. 

Applicant  indicates  that  it  would 
charge  Hydrocarbons  3.5  cents  per 
Mcf  for  each  100  miles  the  liquefiables 
are  transported,  which  mileage  would 
be  computed  from  the  delivery 
point(s)  to  the  Brooker,  Florida  redeli¬ 
very  point. 

it  is  indicated  that  pursuant  to  the 
terms  of  the  proposed  transportation 
agreement  that:  (1)  the  proposed 
transportation  service  is  interruptible 
when  and  where  pipeline  capacity  is 
required  to  serve  any  sales  and/or 
transportation  agreements  that  were 
in  effect  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
the  proposed  transportation  agree¬ 
ment.  or  when  required  to  serve  new 
or  existing  customers:  and  (2)  service 
may  be  interrupted  when  operating 
conditions,  capacity,  or  force  majuere 
situations  prevent  the  receipt,  trans-' 
portation,  or  redelivery  of  the  liquefia¬ 
bles  to  be  tendered  to  Applicant. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C,  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Conunis- 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 


time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6044  Piled  2-28-79;  8;45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-157] 

GREAT  LAKES  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  16,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  23, 
1979,  Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission 
Company  (Applicant),  2100  Buhl 
Building,  Detroit.  Michigan  48226, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP79-157  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  25.0  miles  of  36- inch  pipeline 
loop  on  its  existing  pipeline  system,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  the  public  inspection. 

Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
construct  and  operate  25.0  miles  of  36- 
inch  pipeline  loop  in  Minnesota  and 
Wisconsin,  which  loop  would  be  added 
parallel  to  Applicant's  existing  pipe¬ 
line  system  which  is  used  to  render 
natural  gas  service  to  its  interstate 
and  foreign  customers.  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  construct  the  loop  in  two  seg¬ 
ments;  one  segment  would  consist  of 
9.2  miles  and  would  be  constructed 
from  mile  post  150.0  to  mile  post  159.2 
which  is  between  Applicant’s  existing 
compressor  stations  nos.  3  and  4  at 
Shevlin  and  Deer  River,  Minnesota, 
respectively;  and  other  segment  would 
be  15.8  miles  long  and  would  extend 
from  mile  post  283.5  to  mile  post  299.3 
which  is  between  Applicant’s  existing 
compressor  stations  nos.  5  and  6  at 
Cloquet,  Minnesota,  and  Iron  River, 
Wisconsin,  respectively.  Both  of  the 
proposed  loops  would  complete  valve 
sections  which  would  provide  added 
security  on  Applicant’s  system,  it  is 
said.  The  total  cost  of  the  proposed 
loop  is  estimated  to  be  $13,557,900 
which  cost  Applicant  would  finance 
with  funds  generated  internally,  to¬ 
gether  with  borrowings  from  banks 


under  short-term  lines  of  credit,  if  re¬ 
quired,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  asserts  that  the  addition 
of  the  proposed  loop  on  its  system 
would  save  approximately  1.324  billion 
cubic  feet  of  gas  over  the  next  decade. 
It  is  indicated  that  the  savings  in  fuel 
costs  would  offset  the  cost  of  owning 
and  operating  the  proposed  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Conunis- 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  • 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79  6042  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CI64-26] 

GULF  OIL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

F’EBRUARY  15,  1979. 

On  February  2,  1979,  Gulf  Oil  Cor¬ 
poration  filed  a  motion  for  extension 
of  time  to  comply  with  Ordering  Para¬ 
graph  (C)  of  the  Commission’s  Janu- 
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ary  17,  1979  order  and  with  Staff’s 
January  19,  1979  data  request.  Gulf 
states  that  additional  time  is  necessary 
because  of  the  volume  of  documents 
that  must  be  reviewed  in  order  to 
comply.  Gulf  also  states  that  Commis¬ 
sion  Staff  Counsel  has  no  objection  to 
the  request  provided  the  date  for  the 
prehearing  conference  is  also  post¬ 
poned. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  is 
granted  to  and  including  March  23, 

1978  for  Gulf  and  supporting  interve- 
nors  to  comply  with  Ordering  Para¬ 
graph  (C)  and  for  Gulf  to  comply  with 
Staff’s  data  request.  The  prehearing 
conference  will  be  postponed  to  May  4. 

1979  at  10:00  a.m.  E.S.T. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6043  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ES79-25] 

IOWA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Nctk*  of  AppUcotien 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  6, 
•1979,  Iowa  Public  Service  Company 
(Applicant)  filed  an  application  seek¬ 
ing  an  order  pursuant  to  Section  204 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  authorizing 
the  issuance  of  up  to  1,000,000  shares 
of  Common  Stock  (par  value  $5  per 
share).  Applicant  propo.ses  to  sell  the 
New  Common  at  competitive  bidding 
in  accordance  with  the  applicable  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  34.1a  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Applicant  is 
incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  Iowa,  with  its  principal  busi¬ 
ness  office  in  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  and  is 
engaged  in  the  electric  utility  business 
in  northwestern,  north  central  and 
east  central  low'a  and  a  few  small  com¬ 
munities  in  South  Dakota. 

Applicant  proposes  to  use  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  the  issuance  of  the  securi¬ 
ties  (1)  to  secure  funds  for  construc¬ 
tion  purposes,  (2)  to  pay  off  short¬ 
term  loans  incurred  and  to  be  incurred 
prior  to  the  sale  of  the  securities  to 
secure  funds  for  construction  purposes 
or  (3)  for  other  lawful  corporate  pur¬ 
poses. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should,  on  or  before 
February  26,  1979,  file  with  the  Feder¬ 
al  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  petitions  or 
protests  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 


NOTICES 

the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Persons  wishing  to  become  parties' 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Conunission’s  Rules.  The  ap¬ 
plication  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

CFR  Doc.  79-6(M5  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-150) 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS 
COMPANY,  INC. 

Notice  of  AppKcolion 

February  16, 197.9 

Take  notice  that  on  January  24, 
1979,  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Inc.  (Applicant),  300  North 
St.  Joseph  Avenue,  Hastings,  Nebraska 
68901,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP79-150  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction,  over  a 
two-year  period  (1979  and  1980),  and 
operation  of  additional  gathering  facil¬ 
ities  in  the  Bow'doin  area  of  Phillips 
and  Valley  counties,  Montana,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  owns  and  op¬ 
erates  a  gathering  system  which  gath¬ 
ers  natural  gas  from  210  wells  in  the 
Bowdoin  area  of  Phillips  and  Valley 
Counties,  and  sells  and  exchanges  the 
gas  with  Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Co. 
(MDU)  pursuant  to  an  existing  sales, 
tramportation  and  exchange  agree¬ 
ment.  dated  May  10.  1974.  Applicant 
states  that  producers  are  continuing  to 
drill  and  complete  additional  gas  wells 
in  the  area  of  acreage  dedicated  to  Ap¬ 
plicant,  and  that  the  existing  gather¬ 
ing  pipeline  systems  must,  therefore, 
be  supplemented  in  order  for  Appli¬ 
cant  to  meet  its  existing  and  reason¬ 
able  projected  future  gas  purchase 
contract  obligations  and  to  insure  the 
continued  availability  of  the  Bowdoin 
area  gas  supply  to  Applicant  for  its 
general  system  requirements. 

Consequently,  Applicant  proposes: 

1.  To  install  approximately  195  miles 
of  4-inch  through  12-inch  gathering 
pipelines  together  with  necessary  pipe¬ 
line  appurtenances  to  connect  approxi¬ 
mately  200  additional  gas  wells  in 
Phillips  and  Valley  Counties,  Mon¬ 
tana,  during  1979  and  1980; 

2.  'To  install  approximately  200  field 
measuring  stations  in  the  Bowdoin 
area  in  Phillips  and  Valley  Counties; 

3.  To  install  measuring  stations  for 
delivery  of  gas  to  MDU  in  Phillips  and 
Valley  Counties;  and 
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4.  To  install  a  360  horsepower  field 
compressor  in  the  Bowdoin  area  in 
Valley  Coimty,  Montana. 

It  is  stated  that  the  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  would  cost  Applicant  an  estimated 
$8,300,000  which  cost  Applicant  would 
finance  out  of  current  working  capital 
or  would  be  obtained  by  interim  bank 
loans  which  at  a  latter  date  may  be 
funded  by  a  security  issue. 

Applicant  asserts  that  the  exact  lo¬ 
cation  of  the  additional  development 
wells  to  be  drilled  in  1979  and  early 
1980  are  not  known  at  this  time;  how¬ 
ever,  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  a  total 
of  200  wells  would  be  available  for  con¬ 
nection.  Applicant  indicates  that  the 
proposed  facilities  to  be  constructed 
are  supplemental  in  nature  to  facilities 
previously  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-57. 

The  application  states  that  upon 
completion  of  the  connection  of  the 
additional  w'ells  as  proposed  herein. 
Applicant  estimates  the  proved  devel¬ 
op^  gas  reserves  dedicated  to  its  Bow¬ 
doin  area  gathering  facilities  would  be 
increased  by  114,000,000  Mcf  to  a  total 
of  237,000,000  Mcf. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13.  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  AU  protests  fUed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired.  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 
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Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tFR  Doc.  79-6046  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  RM79-3] 
to  VACA  GATHERING  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  5,  1979, 
Lo  Vaca  Gathering  Company  (Peti¬ 
tioner),  5  Greenway  Plaza  East,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas,  77046,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
RM79-3  a  petition  for  a  declaratory 
order  pursuant  to  Section  1.7(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  Petitioner  requests  that 
the  Commission  issue  a  declaratory 
order  pursuant  to  the  pricing  provi¬ 
sions  of  Section  105(b)  of  the  NGPA, 
stating  whether  a  contract  price  of 
$2.10  per  MMBtu  on  November  9, 
1978,  is  in  excess  of  or  lower  than  the 
Section  102  price  of  $2.07  per  MMBtu 
on  November  9,  1978,  where  the  seller 
is  paying  state  severance  taxes  of  ap¬ 
proximately  15  cents  per  MMBtu. 

Petitoner  states  that  it  is  an  intra¬ 
state  pipeline  as  defined  in  Section 
2(16)  of  the  NGPA.  Petitioner  has  con¬ 
tracts  with  a  number  of  producers 
that  contain  price  redetermination 
clauses  which  thermit  the  price  paid 
for  gas  to  escalate  at  specified  times. 
These  contracts  further  pro\ide  that 
the  producer  will  pay  all  severance 
taxes  without  any  compensating  in¬ 
crease  in  the  contract  price.  Petitioner 
states  that  Section  105(b)  of  the 
NGPA  prescribes  the  maximum  lawful 
price  to  be  paid  under  such  existing  in¬ 
trastate  contracts  and  any  redetermin¬ 
ations  thereto.  Petitioner  states  that 
in  order  to  apply  the  Section  105  pric¬ 
ing  rules,  an  initial  determination 
must  be  made  as  to  which  is  the 
higher  price,  the  contract  price  or  the 
maximum  lawful  price.  Petitioner 
therefore  seeks  a  determination  as  to 
whether  severance  taxes  paid  by  the 
producer  should  be  subtracted  from 
the  contract  price  for  purposes  of  com¬ 
paring  that  price  with  the  Section  102 
price. 

Petitioner  also  asserts  that  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  issue  is  relevant  to  a 
situation  where  a  seller  is  requesting  a 
price  redetermination  from  his  present 
$2.10  per  MMBtu  price  to  $2.15  per 
MMBtu  as  of  December  1,  1978.  Peti¬ 
tioner  argues  that  if  the  $2.10  per 
MMBtu  price  is  determined  to  be  in 
excess  of  the  Section  102  price  under 
the  provisions  of  Section  105(b),  then 


the  escalation  would  be  limited  to  the 
contract  price  ($2.10),  times  the 
monthly  equivalent  of  the  annual  in¬ 
flation  adjustment  factor  for  Decem¬ 
ber.  But  if  the  $2.10  per  MMBtu  is  de¬ 
termined  to  be  lower  than  the  Section 
102  price,  them  the  $2.15  price,  for 
purpose  of  Section  105(b),  would  be  in¬ 
creased  by  severance  taxes  of  7%  per¬ 
cent,  or  approximately  15  cents. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  has  some 
200-300  contracts  which  were  redeter¬ 
mined  in  December  1978  and  January 
1979,  and  therefore  an  expedited 
answ'er  to  this  question  is  essential. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  particpate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

CFR  Doc.  79-6047  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 

[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CT79-169] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notko  of  Application 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  30, 
1979,  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Lane 
Company  (Applicant).  One  Woodward 
Avenue,  Detroit,  Michigan  48226,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  C7P79-169  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
Applicant  to  provide  transportation 
services  for  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  (Natural)  and  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee),  and 
incident  to  the  latter  service,  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  additional  metering 
facilities  at  an  existing  point  of  inter¬ 
connection  between  the  pipeline  sys¬ 
tems  of  Applicant  and  Midwestern  Gas 
’Transmission  Company  (Midwestern), 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Under  appropriate  authorization  of 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  Trans- 
Canada  Pipelines  Limited  (TransCan- 


ada)  would  export  and  sell  and  Mid¬ 
western  and  Great  Lakes  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (Great  Lakes)  would 
import  and  purchase  natural  gas,  it  is 
said.  The  gas  imported  by  Great  Lakes 
would  in  turn  be  sold  to  Midwestern,  it 
is  further  said.  Midwestern  proposes 
to  resell  the  quantities  of  gas  pur¬ 
chased  from  TransCanada  and  Great 
Lakes  to  Northern  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Northern)  (not  less  than  45  per¬ 
cent),  it  is  indicated.  It  is  further  indi¬ 
cated  that  Great  Lakes  would  receive 
the  gas  from  'TransCanada  for  trans¬ 
portation  for  itself  and  for  redeliveries 
for  the  account  of  Midwestern  of  the 
resale  gas  purchased  by  Northern  at  a 
point  at  Carlton,  Minnesota,  and  for 
redeliveries  to  Applicant  of  the  resale 
gas  purchased  by  Natural  and  Tennes¬ 
see  near  Farwell,  Michigan.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  subject  application  is  to  re¬ 
quest  authorization  for  Applicant  to 
provide  additional  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  for  Natural  and  Tennessee  result¬ 
ing  in  redeliveries  of  Natural’s  resale 
gas  to  it  and  redeliveries  of  Tennes¬ 
see’s  resale  gas  to  Midwestern  for  the 
account  of  Tennessee. 

Applicant  proposes  to  take  receipt  of 
all  resale  gas  which  Tennessee  would 
cause  Great  Lakes  to  deliver  at  the 
Farwell  point,  transport  such  gas,  and 
make  redeliveries  of  thermally  equiva¬ 
lent  volumes  to  Midwestern  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Tennessee  at  a  point  of  inter¬ 
connection  in  Will  County,  Illinois. 
Further,  Applicant  proposes  to  take 
receipt  of  all  resale  gas  which  Natural 
would  cause  Great  Lakes  to  deliver  at 
the  Farwell  point,  transport  such  gas, 
and  make  redeliveries  of  thermally 
equivalent  volumes  to  Natural  at  a 
point  of  intercoimection  in  Will 
County,  Illinois.  It  is  indicated  that 
Applicant  would  retain  1.5  percent  of 
the  quantities  transported  to  compen¬ 
sate  for  compressor  fuel  usage  and 
would  charge  a  commodity  rate  of  5.5 
cents  for  each  Mcf  redelivered  to  it. 

Applicant  states  that  the  intercon¬ 
nection  between  it  and  Midwestern  in 
Will  County  comprises  a  single  8-inch 
meter  run  having  a  capacity  of  ap¬ 
proximately  50,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day. 
Further,  it  is  asserted  that  the  parties 
contemplate  that  up  to  200,000  Mcf  of 
gas  per  day  may  be  available  for  rede¬ 
livery  and  that,  therefore.  Applicant 
proposes  to  construct  three  additional 
8-inch  meter  runs  to  accommodate 
this  volume.  Applicant  estimates  the 
cost  of  the  additional  metering  to  be 
$341,020  which  cost  would  be  financed 
from  funds  on  hand.  Applicant  states 
that  to  compensate  it  for  this  expense, 
Tennessee  has  agreed  to  pay  Applicant 
a  monthly  charge  of  $6,970  for  20  con¬ 
secutive  months  in  addition  to  the 
commodity  rate  for  the  transportation 
service. 

The  application  shows  that  the 
.terms  for  the  proposed  services  is 
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through  May  1,  1980,  extendable  from 
month  to  month  thereafter  through 
October  31. 1980. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  O.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rule  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  AU  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  Hot  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  Juriskliction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  inter\'ene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired.  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  hctrein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advise^  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6051  FUed  2-26-79;  8:45  aral 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-I64) 

MID  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  15, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  29. 
1979,  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
(Applicant).  300  Poydras  Street,  New 
Orleans,  Louisiana  70130,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP79-164  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  Section  157.7(b)  of  the 
Regulations  thereunder  [18  CFR 
157.7(b)]  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
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NOTICES  ' 

the  construction,  during  the  12-month 
period.  February  1,  1979,  through  Jan¬ 
uary  31,  1980,  and  operation  of  facili¬ 
ties  to  enable  Applicant  to  take  into  its 
certificated  main  pipeline  system  nat¬ 
ural  gas  which  would  be  purchased 
from  producers  or  other  similar  sellers 
thereof,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget- 
type  application  is  to  augment  Appli¬ 
cant’s  ability  to  act  with  reasonable 
dispatch  in  connecting  to  its  pipeline 
system  supplies  of  natural  gas  which 
may  become  available  from  various 
producing  areas  generally  co-extensive 
with  its  pipeline  system  or  the  ss^stems 
of  other  pipeline  companies  which 
may  be  authorized  to  transport  gas  for 
the  account  of  or  exchange  gas  with 
Applicant. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost 
of  the  proposed  facilities  would  not 
exceed  $700,000  and  that  the  cost  of 
any  single  project  would  not  exceed 
$250,000,  which  cost  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  finance  out  of  working  funds. 

Applicant  states  it  recognizes  that 
the  proposed  budget-type  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  construction  of  gas  pur¬ 
chase  facilities  has  an  estimated  total 
cost  for  a  single  project  in  excess  of 
the  amount  specified  in  subparagraph 
(IKii)  of  Section  157.7(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations.  Consequently, 
pursuant  to  subparagraph  (2)  of  Sec¬ 
tion  157.7(b)  of  the  Conoimission’s  Reg¬ 
ulations,  Applicant  requests  waiver  of 
the'pro visions  of  subparagraph  (IKii) 
so  as  to  allow  for  a  total  cost  in  excess 
of  the  amoimt  specified  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (IKii).  Applicant  asserts  that 
such  request  for  w'aiver  is  predicated 
primarily  upon  the  fact  that  it  is  virtu¬ 
ally  impossible  to  consummate  any 
single  project  involving  gas  purchase 
facilities  for  the  small  amount  author¬ 
ized  by  subparagraph  (IKii)  of  Section 
157.7(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Regula¬ 
tions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13.  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  fUed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 
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Take  further  notice  that.*  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Cmnmission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  ovtra  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
win  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6052  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-161) 
MIDWESTERN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  AppKcatiea 

February  16. 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  25. 
1979,  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 
Company  (Applicant).  P.O.  Box  2511, 
Houston.  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CT79-161  an  application  pursuant 
to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  to 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee), 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Northern),  and  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America  (Natural)  until 
and  including  October  31, 1980,  a  daily 
quantity  of  natural  gas  of  up  to 
350,000  Mcf  on  any  day  and  up  to  a 
total  quantity  of  153,000,000  Mcf  prior 
to  such  date  pursuant  to  a  gas  resale 
agreement,  dated  January  2,  1979,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  indicated  that  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  sell  to  the  Purchasers  gas  pur¬ 
chased  by  Applicant,  estimated  to 
total  153,000,000  Mcf.  from  TransCan- 
ada  Pipelines  Limited  (TransCanada) 
and/or  Great  Lakes  Gas  ’Transmission 
Company  (Great  Lakes)  at  the  exist¬ 
ing  interconnection  between  'Trans- 
Canada  and  Great  Lakes  near  Emer¬ 
son.  Manitoba.  Further,  it  is  indicated 
that  the  gas  to  be  purchased  from 
'TransCanada  would  be  obtained  from 
Canadian  gas  supplies  which,  because 
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of  daily  and  annual  delivery  limita¬ 
tions  included  in  certain  of  TransCan- 
ada’s  export  licenses.  Applicant  and 
Great  Lakes  have  been  unable  to  pur¬ 
chase  from  TransCanada.  Of  the 
quantity  available  for  purchase  each 
day,  both  Tennessee  and  Northern 
would  have  the  right  to  purchase  on 
such  day  not  less  than  45  percent 
each,  with  Natural  having  the  right  to 
not  less  than  10  percent. 

It  is  said  that  the  subject  gas  would 
be  delivered  to  Great  Lakes  which 
would  redeliver  for  the  account  of  Ap¬ 
plicant  either  to  Northern  for  resale 
by  Applicant  to  Northern  or  to  Michi¬ 
gan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Michigan  Wisconsin)  for  resale  by'Ap- 
plicant  to  Tennessee  and/or  Natural. 
It  is  indicated  that  the  daily  volumes 
delivered  to  Northern  may  include  gas 
for  resale  by  Applicant  to  Tennessee 
and/or  Natural  which  Northern  has 
agreed  to  transport  through  the  use  of 
capacity  allocated  to  it  by  Great 
Lakes. 

Pursuant  to  the  resale  agreement, 
the  charge  to  be  paid  by  Purchasers  is 
the  sum  of  the  amount  paid  by  Appli¬ 
cant  to  TransCanada  or  to  Great 
Lakes  for  each  Mcf  of  gas  purchased 
and  delivered  pursuant  to  the  agree¬ 
ments  with  those  latter  companies, 
plus  a  transportation  charge  for  each 
Mcf  handled  for  Applicant’s  account 
by  Great  Lakes  and/or  by  Northern 
through  the  use  of  its  Great  Lakes  ca¬ 
pacity  rights  for  Applicant.  Applicant 
estimates  the  cost  of  such  gas  to  be  in 
the  range  from  $2.27  to  $2.51  cents  per 
Mcf. 

It  is  asserted  that  the  resale  agree¬ 
ment  between  Applicant  and  Purchas¬ 
ers  would  make  available  volumes  of 
Canadian  gas  which  are  not  required 
by  Applicant  to  meet  existing  obliga¬ 
tions  on  its  northern  system  and  in  a 
manner  which  would  not  impose  any 
additional  costs  on  Applicant’s  north¬ 
ern  system  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  fUed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 


Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6064  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[6450-01-M] 

(Docket  No.  €3*79-1681 
MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Notice  of  AppRcoHon 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  30, 
1979,  Mississippi  River  Transmission 
Corporation  (Applicant),  9900  Clayton 
Road,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63124,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP79-168  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(b)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  Section  157.7(e)  of  the 
Regulations  thereimder  (18  CFR 
157.79(e))  for  permission  and  approval 
to  abandon  during  the  12-month 
period  commencing  February  1,  1979, 
direct  sales  service  and  facilities  no 
longer  required  for  deliveries  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  to  Applicant’s  customers,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

'The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget- 
type  application  is  to  augment  Appli¬ 
cant’s  ability  to  act  with  reasonable 
dispatch  in  abandoning  service  and  re¬ 
moving  direct  sale  measuring,  regulat¬ 
ing  and  related  facilities.  Applicant 
states  that  it  would  abandon  service 
and  facilities  only  when  deliveries  to 
any  one  direct  sale  customer  would 
not  exceed  100,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas 
during  the  last  year  of  service. 

The  application  states  that  Appli¬ 
cant  would  not  abandon  any  service 
unless  it  would  have  received  a  written 
request  or  written  permission  from  the 
customer  to  terminate  service.  In  the 
event  such  request  or  permission  could 
not  be  obtained,  a  statement  that  the 


customer  has  no  further  need  for  serv¬ 
ice  would  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  it  is  said. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  or  1.10)  and  the  Regulations 
imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  b^ome  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

“Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regrulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Section  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  permission  and  approval  for 
the  proposed  abandonment  are  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  in- 
vervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6055  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  C3*79-163] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPEUNE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 
Notice  of  Application 

February  16, 1979. 
Take  notice  that  on  January  29. 
1979,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America  (Applicant),  122  South 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois, 
60603,  fUed  in  Docket  No.  CP79-163  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  delivery  of  up  to 
2,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  together 
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with  an  additional  2M(  percent  of  said 
delivery  voliime  for  compressor  fuel  to 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Compa¬ 
ny  (Michigan  Wisconsin)  for  the  ac¬ 
count  of  Northern  Indiana  Public 
Service  Company  (NIPSCO),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  NIPSCO  has  advised 
Applicant  that  it  has  recently  entered 
into  a  gas  storage  agreement  for  a 
term  of  fifteen  years  with  ANR  Stor¬ 
age  Company  (ANR)  whereby 
NIPSCO  would  cause  delivery  to  ANR 
for  storage  during  the  summer 
months.  April  1  to  October  31,  of  each 
year  up  to  2,000,000  Mcf  of  natural 
gas,  NIPSCO  also  entered  into  trans¬ 
portation  arrangements  with  Michigan 
Wisconsin  and  Michigan  Consolidated 
Gas  Company  to  implement  the  deliv¬ 
ery  to  ANR,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  indicates  that  it  and 
NIPSCO  entered  into  an  amendatory 
agreement  dated  December  13.  1978, 
to  an  Agreement  titled  “Rescheduling 
of  Deliveries  Agreement”  dated  on 
June  18.  1976,  and  that  pursuant  to 
the  amendatory  agreement.  Applicant 
proposed  to  reschedule  daily  and  deliv¬ 
er  at  existing  delivery  points  to  Michi¬ 
gan  Wisconsin  for  NIPSCO’s  account 
during  the  period.  April  1  through  Oc¬ 
tober  31,  of  each  year  up  to  an  addi¬ 
tional  10,000  Mcf  of  gas  together  with 
an  additional  volume  of  gas  for  com¬ 
pressor  fuel  equal  to  2%  percent  of 
such  additional  summer  delivery  of 
2,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13.  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Conunis- 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Conunission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 


time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired.  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6048  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-147] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  CO.  OF  AMERICA 
Notice  of  Application 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  10. 
1979,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America  (Applicant).  122  South 
Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60603,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP79-147  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  3800  additional  horsepower  of 
compression,  and  the  modification  of 
an  existing  3500  horsepower  unit,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica- 
tfi'i  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  its  Compressor 
Station  No.  342,  in  Cameron  Parish. 
Louisiana,  has  become  a  critical  pivot 
point  on  its  Louisiana  supply  pipeline 
because  of  its  proximity  to  the  on¬ 
shore  outlet  facilities  of  the  U-T  Off¬ 
shore  System  (UTOS).  It  is  indicated 
that  UTOS  recently  received  authori¬ 
zation  to  increase  the  volumes  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  that  it  would  transport  and  de¬ 
liver  onshore  and  has  indicated  its  in¬ 
tention  to  file  for  authorization  in  the 
near  future  to  increase  further  its  abil¬ 
ity  to  transport  and  deliver  gas  on¬ 
shore.  Applicant  states  that  it  antici¬ 
pates  that  a  portion  of  such  increased 
volumes  would  be  delivered  into  its 
Louisiana  pipeline  causing  a  shift  in 
the  operating  parameters  of  Appli¬ 
cant’s  Compressor  Station  No.  342  by 
restricting  throughput,  reducing  the 
reliability  of  continuous  station  oper¬ 
ation  and  precluding  operation  of  an 
existing  3500  horsepower  unit.  Thus. 
Applicant  states  that  in  order  to 
insure  its  ability  to  accept  deliveries 
from  UTOS  and  other  sources  in  this 
area  of  the  Louisiana  supply  line.  Ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  install  and  operate 
3800  additional  horsepower  of  com¬ 
pression  and  replace  the  compressor 


impeller  in  the  existing  3500  horse¬ 
power  unit  to  match  the  new  operat¬ 
ing  parameters  at  Applicant’s  Station 
342.  Applicant  asserts  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes  would  increase  the 
operational  reliability  of  its  existing 
facilities  and  provide  additional  com¬ 
pression  as  required  to  accommodate 
increased  flows  from  UTOS  for  Appli¬ 
cant’s  accoimt  and/or  for  the  accounts 
of  others  with  whom  Applicant  has 
agreed  to  exchange  or  transport  gas. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  esti¬ 
mated  cost  of  constructing  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  is  $1,800,000  which  cost 
would  be  financed  from  funds  on 
hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13.  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Conunis- 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice-  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired.  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for.  vmless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6049  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 
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[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  RM79-3] 

NATURAL  GAS  POLICY  Aa  OF  1978 

Notice  of  Rocoipt  of  Report  of  Dotorminotion 
Process 

February  15, 1979. 
Pursuant  to  section  18  CFR  274.105 
of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Conunission’s  Regulations,  a  jurisdic¬ 
tional  agency  may  file  a  report  with 
the  Commission  describing  the 
method  by  which  such  agency  will 
make  certain  determinations  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  sections  102,  103,  107, 
and  108  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act 
of  1978. 

Reports  in  conformance  with  18 
CFR  274.105  have  been  received  by 
the  Commission  from  the  following  ju¬ 
risdictional  agencies: 

Agency  and  Date 

State  of  New  Mexico.  Energy  and  Minerals 
Department,  Oil  Conser\'ation  Division, 
November  29,  1978. 

State  of  Louisiana,  Department  of  Conser¬ 
vation,  November  29. 1978. 

Railroad  Commission  of  Texas,  November 

30. 1978. 

West  Virginia  Department  of  Mines,  Oil  and 
Gas  Division.  November  30,  1978. 

Ababama  State  Oil  and  Gas  Board,  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1978. 

State  Oil  and  Gas  Board  of  Mississippi.  No¬ 
vember  30. 1978. 

Kansas  State  Corporation  Commission, 
Conservation  Division,  November  30,  1978. 
State  of  Michigan,  Department  of  Natural 
Resources.  Geological  Survey  Division, 
December  1. 1978. 

State  of  California,  Department  of  Conser¬ 
vation  Division  of  Oil  and  Gas,  December 

4. 1978. 

Commonwealth  of  Virginia,  Department  of 
Labor  and  Industry  Dlvisin  of  Mines  and 
Quarries,  December  4, 1978. 

State  of  Wyoming,  Office  of  Oil  and  Gas 
Conservation  Commission,  December  4, 

1978. 

State  of  Colorado.  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  December  5,  1978. 

State  of  Ohio,  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources  Division  of  Oil  and  Gas,  December 

6. 1978. 

State  of  Alaska,  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation 
Commission.  December  11. 1978. 

State  of  Arizona,  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation 
Commission,  December  14, 1978. 

State  of  Nebraska,  Oil  and  Gas  Conserva¬ 
tion  Commission,  December  15. 1978. 

State  of  Tennessee,  OU  and  Gas  Board,  De¬ 
cember  19, 1978. 

State  of  Indiana,  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  December  26, 1978. 

State  of  Pennsylvania,  Department  of  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Resources,  Division  of  Oil  and 
Gas,  December  26, 1978. 

State  of  Florida,  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources,  January  3, 1979. 

State  of  North  Dakota,  Geological  Survey, 
January  4. 1979. 

State  of  Illinois,  Department  of  Mines  & 
Minerals,  Oil  and  Gas  Division,  January  5, 

1979. 

United  States  Department  of  Interior.  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey,  January  19, 1979. 


State  of  Montana.  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  and  Conservation,  January  29, 
1979. 

State  of  Utah,  Department  of  Natural  Re¬ 
sources.  Division  of  Oil,  Gas,  and  Mining, 
January  30. 1979. 

Commonwealth  of  Kentucky.  Department 
of  Mines  and  Minerals,  Division  of  Oil  & 
Gas  Conservation.  February  5,  1979. 
Arkansas  Oil  and  Gas  Commission.  Febru¬ 
ary  12,  1979. 

Copies  of  these  reports  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  Office  of  Public  Information, 
Room  1000,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6053  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  RP71-107  (Phase  II)  (PGA79-1) 
(R&D79-1)] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

February  15, 1979. 

On  January  29,  1979,  Northern  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company  (Northern)  filed  a 
motion  for  extension  of  time  to  file  its 
case-in-chief  in  this  proceeding  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Commission  order  issued 
January  10,  1979.  Northern  states  that 
counsel  responsible  for  the  filing  has 
been  unable  to  make  timely  filing  be¬ 
cause  of  involvement  in  other  proceed¬ 
ings  before  the  Commission.  The 
motion  states  that  no  party  objects  to 
the  requested  extension. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  of  time  is 
granted  to  and  including  April  13, 
1979,  for  Northern  to  file  and  serve  its 
case-in-chief.  Staff  shall  prepare  and 
serve  its  statement  of  position  on  or 
before  June  12, 1979, 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6050  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01-M] 

NOTICE  OF  DETERMINATION  BY  A  JURISDIC¬ 
TIONAL  AGENCY  UNDER  THE  NATURAL  GAS 
POUCY  ACT  OF  1978 

February  15. 1979. 
On  February  9,  1979,  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Conunission  re¬ 
ceived  notices  from  the  jurisdictional 
agencies  listed  below  of  determina¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  18  CFR  274.104  and 
applicable  to  the  indicated  wells  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978. 

New  Mexico  Energy  and  Minerals 
Department  Oil  Conservation  Division 

API  WeU  Number,  30-025-25874. 

Section  of  NOPA,  103. 


Operator,  Doyle  Hartman,  Oil  Operator. 
Well  Name,  Gulf— Greer  No.  1. 

Field,  Jalmat  (Gas)  Pool. 

County.  Lea. 

Purchaser,  Northern  Natural  Gas  Compa¬ 
ny. 

Volume.  110  MMcf. 

API  WeU  Number.  30-025-25546. 

Section  of  NGPA,  103. 

Operator.  Doyle  Hartman,  Oil  Operator. 
Well  Name.  Citgo  "SE ’’  State  No.  2. 

Field,  South  Eunice  (Seven  Rivers— 
Queen). 

Coimty,  Lea 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume,  130  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number.  30-025-25431. 

Section  of  NGPA,  103. 

Operator,  Doyle  Hartman,  Oil  Operator. 
Well  Name,  South  Eunice  (Seven  Rivers— 
Queen). 

Field,  Citgo  “SE”  Stete  No.  1. 

County.  Lea 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  130  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108 

Operator,  Supron  Elnergy  Corporation. 

Well  Name.  Wright  St.  Com  No.  1, 

Field,  Blanco  Mesaverde. 

County.  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  Southern  Union  Gathering 
Company. 

Volume,  Unavailable. 

API  Well  Number.  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108 
Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Roberts  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs, 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  7.800  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number.  None. 

Section  of  NGPA,  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

WeU  Name,  Oliver  No.  3. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs, 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume,  15.500  MMcf. 

API  WeU  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA,  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

WeU  Name,  Oliver  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

Coimty.  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  13.500  MMcf. 

API  WeU  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA,  108 
Operator.  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

WeU  Name,  McGrath  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  3.000  MMcf. 

API  WeU  Number.  None. 

Section  of  NGPA,  108. 

Operator.  C&E  Operators.  Inc. 

WeU  Name.  Maddox  No.  1. 

Field.  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  5.100  MMcf. 

API  WeU  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA,  108. 

Operator,  CdcE  Operators.  Inc. 

WeU  Name,  Abrams  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County.  San  Juan. 

Purchaser.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume,  13.000. 
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API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA,  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Abrams  No.  2. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County.  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  18.000  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number.  None. 

Section  of  NGPA,  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Bandy  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume,  10.000  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA,  108. 

Operator.  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Bird  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume,  2.600  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Brown  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County.  San  Juan. 

Purchaser.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  19.500  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Hampton  1-X. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  16.000  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Hampton  No.  2. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  12.600  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number.  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108. 

Operator.  C&E  Operators.  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Jensen  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  2.500  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108. 

Operator.  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Harvey  No.  1. 

Field.  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County.  San  Juan. 

Purchaser.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  5.100  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Hartman  No.  1. 

Field,  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  11.800  MMcf. 

API  Well  Number,  None. 

Section  of  NGPA.  108. 

Operator,  C&E  Operators,  Inc. 

Well  Name,  Thomas  No.  1. 

Field.  Aztec  Pictured  Cliffs. 

County,  San  Juan. 

Purchaser,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company. 
Volume.  11.900  MMcf. 

The  applications  for  determination 
1  these  proceedings  together  with  a 


copy  or  description  of  other  materials 
in  the  record  on  which  such  determi* 
nations  were  made  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection.  except  to  the  extent  such 
material  is  treated  as  confidential 
under  18  CFR  275.206,  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Office  of  Public  Information, 
Room  1000,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these 
final  determinations  may,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR 
275.204,  file  a  protest  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  March  16, 1979. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  79-6033  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  Nos.  ER76-149  and  E-95371 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF  INDIANA 
Notice  of  Refund  Report 

February  12, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  25, 
1979,  Public  Service  Company  of  Indi¬ 
ana  filed  a  refund  report  in  reference 
to  Docket  Nos.  ER76-149  and  E-9537. 
Such  refunds  cover  the  difference  in 
billings  under  the  rate  schedules 
placed  into  effect  March  31,  1976  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  customers  served  under 
FERC  Electric  Tariff  Fourth  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  FERC  Electric  Tariff 
Second  Revised  Volume  No.  2.  and 
Second  Revised  Exhibit  I  to  the  City 
of  Frankfort,  Indiana  Interconnection 
Agreement  (Rate  Schedule  No.  224) 
and  the  rate  schedules  accepted  for 
filing  by  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  in  its  Order  of  No¬ 
vember  9,  1978.  The  refund  covers  bill¬ 
ings  for  the  period  March  31,  1976 
through  the  December  1978  billing 
cycle  together  with  interest  at  9%  per 
annum  through  January  26. 1979. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  pro¬ 
test  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.10).  All  such  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  23,  1979. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  actions  to  be  taken.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6037  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-0 1-M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-171] 

SEA  ROBIN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notica  of  Application 

February  16,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  2,- 
1979,  Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP79- 
171  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Nat\u*al  Gas  Act  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  authorizing  the  transportation 
of  up  to  46.8  billion  Btu’s  per  day 
equivalent  of  natural  gas  for  Trans¬ 
continental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation 
(’Transco)  pursuant  to  an  agreement 
dated  December  6,  1978,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  the 
gas  from  a  point  of  receipt  on  Shell 
Oil  Company’s  central  facilities  plat¬ 
form  located  in  Block  22,  Vermilion 
Area,  offshore  Louisiana,  to  a  point  of 
delivery  at  the  interconnection  of  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  Florida  Gas  Transmission 
Company’s  (Florida),  and  Transco’s 
jointly  owned  Vermilion  22  line  and 
Transco’s  central  Louisiana  gathering 
system  line  onshore  in  the  Pecan 
Island  Area,  Vermilion  Parish,  Louisi¬ 
ana.  It  is  indicated  that  to  perform  the 
proposed  service  for  Transco.  Appli¬ 
cant  would,  as  would  Florida,  accept  a 
pro  rata  portion  of  such  quantities  of 
gas  produced  from  Blocks  56  and  57, 
East  Cameron  area  in  excess  of  Trans¬ 
co’s  capacity  in  the  Vermilion  22  line 
and,  utilizing  any  of  their  unused  ca¬ 
pacity  in  said  line.  Applicant  and  Flor¬ 
ida  would  transport  and  deliver  such 
gas  to  the  delivery  point. 

The  primary  term  of  the  subject  ar¬ 
rangement  is  for  ten  years  and  the  gas 
would  be  transported  on  a  best  efforts 
basis,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  submits  that  the  volumes 
of  natural  gas  can  be  delivered  to  in¬ 
terstate  markets  without  construction 
of  costly  transmission  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10). 

All  protests  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
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party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6056  Piled  2-28-79;  8;45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

SHELL  OIL  COMPANY,  ET  AL. 

[Docket  Nos.  G-5044,  et  al.l 

NOTICE  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR  CERTIFICATES, 
ABANDONMENT  OF  SERVICE  AND  PETI¬ 
TIONS  TO  AMEND  CERTIFICATES' 

February  16,  1979. 
Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  or  petition  pursuant  to  Section 
7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authori¬ 
zation  to  sell  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  or  to  abandon  service  as  de¬ 
scribed  herein,  all  as  more  fully  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  respective  applications 


•This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


and  amendments  which  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection.  . 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10 
days  for  the  filing  of  protests  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene.  Therefore,  any 
person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make 
any  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  February 
23,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  be  considered  by  it  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Energy  Regrulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  all 
applications  in  which  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  au¬ 
thorization  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  Where  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
where  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 
is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicants  to 
appear  or  to  be  represented  at  the 
hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 
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[6450-01 -C] 


Docket  No.  G-S044,  et  al . 

Filing  Code: 

A  •  Initial  Service 
B  -  AbandoineDt  ' 

C  -  AmeodTceDt  to  add  acreage 


-  2  - 


D  -  AmeodiiieDt  to  delete  acreage 
E  -  Total  Succession 
F  •  Partial  Succession 


Applicant 

Purchaser  and  Location 

Price 

Per  Kef 

Shell  Oil  Company 

Two  Shell  Plaza 

P.  0.  Box  2099 

Houston,  Texas  77001 

Mid-Louisiana  Gas  Company 

Vixen  Field,  Caldwell  Parish, 
Louisiana,  limited  to  the  Upper 
Cotton  Valley  Sand,  Reservoir  A 

1/ 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation 

P.  0.  Box  2100 

Houston,  Texas  77001 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
Ramos  Field,  St.  Mary  Parish, 
Louisiana 

Leases  ha / 
and  wells 
plugged  a  i 
abandoned , 

Ocean  Production  Company 
(Succ.  to  Odeco  Drilling 
Inc. ) 

P.  0.  Box  61780 

New  Orleans,  La.  70161 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation 

South  Timbal ier  Area,  Blocks  148 
and  149,  Gulf  of  Mexico, 

Offshore,  Louisiana 

y 

Terra  Resources,  Inc. 

5416  South  Yale 

Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74135 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
Stateline  Field,  Moffat  County, 
Colorado  and  Carbon  County, 
Wyoming 

Hondo  Oil  &  Gas  Company 

P.  0.  Box  2819 

Dallas,  Texas  75221 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 

S/2  Sec.  17-T18S-R29E,  Millman 
Area,  Eddy  County,  New  Mexico 

y 

Terra  Resources,  Inc. 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation 

High  Island  Area  Block  A-330 

Field,  Gulf  Of  Mexico 

V 

Napeco  Inc. 

122  South  Michigan  Avenue 
Chicago,  Illinois  60603 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America 

Selby-Hooper  No.  1-5  Well,  Roger 
Mills  County,  Oklahoma 

y 

Forejt  Oil  Corporation 

1500  Colorado  Natl.  Bldg. 

950  -  17th  Street 

Denver,  Colorado  80202 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
Shiprock  Federal  #22-1  Well, 

Sec.  22-T20N-R101W,  Sweetwater 
County,  Wyoming 

y 

Kerr-McGee  Corporation 

P.  O.  Box  25861 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73125 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation 

Certain  depths  in  a  portion  of 

Ship  Shoal  Block  296,  Offshore 
Louisiana 

y 

1 

Texaco  Inc. 

P.  0.  Box  2420 

Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74102 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 

Company 

Packsaddle  Field,  Ellis  County, 
Oklahoma,  limited  to  the 

Tonkawa  Formation 

y 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation  (Succ. 
in  Interest  to  Kewanee  Oil 
Company ) 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

Corporation 

Certain  acreage  located  in  the 
Glenville  Field,  Gilmer  County, 
West  Virginia 

J _ 

y 

\ 

'  1 

Docket  No. 
and 

Date  Filed 


G-5044 

C 

2/6/79 


G-14515 

D 

2/8/79 


CI78-361 

E 

7/3/78 


CI78-457 

3/ 

10/23/78 


CI78-616 

C 

2/1/79 


CI78-1124 

C 

2/5/79 


CI78-1263 

A 

9/29/78 


CI79-225 

A 

1/15/79 


CI79-240 

A 

1/31/79 


CI79-242 

A 

1/29/79 


CI79-243 

E 

1/31/79 


15.025 


15.025 


14.73 


14.73 


15.025 


14.65 


14.73 


15.025 


14.73 


14.65 
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Docket  No.  G-5044,  ^  al. 
Filing  Code: 


A  -  Initial  Service  D  -  Amendment  to  delete  eu:reage 

B  -  Abandoment  E  -  Total  SucceBeion 

C  •  Amendment  to  add  acreage  F  -  Partial  Succeeeion 


.  Docket  No. 
and 

Date  Filed 


Applicant 


Purcliaser  and  Location 


Price 
Per  Mcf 


Pres- 

aure 

Jus. 


CI79-244 

A 

1/26/79 


Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation 
Bethlehem,  Pa.  18016 


Trunkline  Gas  Company 
Federal  Leases  Nos.  OCS-G-1261 
and  OCS-G-1269,  Blocks  190  and 
203,  South  Timbal ier  Area, 
Federal  Domain,  Offshore 
Louisiana 


y 


15.025 


CI79-245 

E 

2/5/79 


Freeport  Oil  Company  (Succ. 
in  Interest  to  McMoRan 
Offshore  Exploration  Co.) 
P.  O.  Box  3038 
Midland,  Texas  79701 


Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation 

East  Cameron  Block  263,  Offshore 
Louisiana 


W 


15.025 


CI79-246 

A 

2/6/79 


Diamond  Shamrock  Corporation 
(Succ.  to  The  Shamrock  Oil 
and  Gas  Corporation) 

P.  O.  Box  631 
Amarillo,  Texas  79173 


Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 
Company 

Certain  acreage  in  Meade  County, 
Kansas 


11/ 


14.65 


CI79-247 

E 

2/5/79 


Warren  Petroleum  Company,  a 
Division  of  Gulf  Oil 
Corporation  (Succ.  in 
Interest  to  Kewanee  Oil 
Company) 

P.  O.  Sox  2100 
Houston,  Texas  77001 


El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
Levelland  Gasoline  Plant,  Cochran 
County ,  Texas 


12/ 


14.65 


CI79-249 

A 

2/5/79 


Gulf  Oil  Corporation 
P.  O.  Box  2100 
Houston,  Texas  77001 


Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
Conly  Enterprises,  Inc.  Well  No. 
1,  NW/4  of  SE/4  Sec.  25-T15N- 
RIOW,  Woodwardville  Field, 
Bienville  Parish,  Louisiana 


14.73 


CI79-250 

E 

2/5/79 


Gulf  Oil  Corporation  (Succ. 
in  Interest  to  Kewanee  Oil 
Company) 


Cabot  Corporation 
Certain  acreage  located  in  the 
Sherman  Field,  Calhoun  County 
West  Virginia 


14/ 


14.65 


«tv  {6^70) 
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POOTlfOTES 

1.  Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Sales  and 
Purchase  Agreement  dated  9-10-46,  as 
amended. 

2.  On  2-2-78,  The  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement  approved  an  assignment  of  all  of 
Odeco  Drilling  Inc.’s  right,  title  and  interest 
in  both  South  Timbalier  148  and  149  unto 
Ocean  Production  Company.  Applicant  is 
requesting  that  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  be 
redesignated  in  their  name. 

3.  The  Board  of  Directors  of  Terra  Re¬ 
sources,  Inc.,  on  7-13-78,  unanimously 
adopted  a  Resolution  evidencing  the  merger 
of  Farmland  International  Energy  Company 
into  Terra  Resources,  Inc.  Applicant  is  re¬ 
questing  to  continue  certificated  service  for¬ 
merly  issued  to  Farmland  International 
Energy  Company. 

4.  Applicant  is  filing  for  the  maximum 
lawful  price  prescribed  in  Section  104(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978. 

5.  Applicant  is  filing  imder  Gas  Purchase 
Contract  dated  7-19-78,  amended  by  amend¬ 
ment  dated  8-11-78. 

6.  Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  the  appli¬ 
cable  national  rate  pursuant  to  Opinion  No. 
770,  as  amended. 

7.  Applicant  is  filing  under  Section  104  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  and 
more  specifically  the  rate  applicable  under 
Section  271.402(b)<l)  of  the  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

8.  Effective  as  of  7-1-78,  Applicant  ac¬ 
quired  all  of  Kewanee’s  interest  in  proper¬ 
ties  covered  by  contract  dated  9-3-25,  as 
amended. 

9.  Applicant  is  filing  under  Section  104  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  and 
Opinion  770-A. 

10.  Freeport  has  purchased  McMoRan's 
interest  in  East  Cameron  Block  263  and  is 
the  successor  to  McMoRan  in  the  Gas  Pur¬ 
chase  Contract  dated  9-12-78.  Applicant  is 
willing  to  accept  a  certificate  conditioned 
upon  the  applicable  ceiling  price  as  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
and  permitted  by  the  terms  of  this  Con¬ 
tract. 

11.  Applicant  is  filing  under  Gas  Purchase 
Contract  dated  9-1-78  and  applicable  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  prices. 

12.  Effective  as  of  7-1-78,  Gulf  Oil  Corpo¬ 
ration  acquired  all  of  Kewance's  interest  in 
properties  covered  by  contract  dated  10-1- 
49,  as  amended.  Applicant  proposes  herein 
to  continue  the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery 
of  residue  gas  in  interstate  commerce  which 
may  be  available  for  sale  on  and  after  7-1- 
78.  from  such  properties  pursuant  to  the 
above-mentioned  contract. 

13.  Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  perma¬ 
nent  certificate  at  the  applicable  maximum 
lawful  price  in  conformance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  and  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978. 

14.  Effective  as  of  7-1-78,  Applicant  ac¬ 
quired  all  of  Kewanee's  interest  in  proper¬ 
ties  covered  by  contract  dated  12-23-37,  as 
amended. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6062  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-102] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  LNG  TERMINAL 
Notice  of  Supplomont 

February  16,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  19, 
1979,  Southern  California  LNG  Termi¬ 
nal  Company  (Applicant),  523  West 
Sixth  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90014,  filed  a  supplement  containing 
Exhibit  K  to  its  pending  application  in 
Docket  No.  CP79-102  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  of  lique¬ 
fied  natural  gas  (LNG)  terminal  facili¬ 
ties  at  Deer  Canyon,  Ventura  County, 
California. 

Applicant  states  that  the  informa¬ 
tion  presented  in  this  exhibit  is  for  de¬ 
scriptive  purposes  based  on  estimated 
costs  for  a  1.3  billion  standard  cubic 
foot  per  day  (SCPD)  seawater  vapori¬ 
zation  base  load  with  500,000,000 
SCFD  nominal  fired  vaporation  peak¬ 
ing.  It  is  indicated  that  conceptual 
design  includes  4-800,000  barrel  LNG 
storage  tanks  and  a  3,700-foot  trestle 
and  off-loading  pier. 

The  exhibit  shows  conceptual  design 
cost  estimate  (in  thousands  of  dollars) 
as  follows: 


Total  Construction  Cost  of  1.3  billion 
SCPD  LNG  Terminal .  $430,924 


Other  Relative  Cost«; 

(a)  Engineering .  $13,530 

(b)  Miscellaneous  Equipment  Tools 

and  Spare  Parts . $2,192 

(c)  Ships  Stores . $1,461 


$17,183 

LNG  Marine  Terminal  Total  CoiLstruction 

and  Other  Costs . $448,107 

Natural  Gas  Transmission  Line  32-inch 
API  5LX60MPAOP  1440  62.5  miles  . .  $60,368 


Grand  Total  For  LNG  Project . $508,475 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  supplement  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis- 
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Sion’S  Rules.  Persons  who  have  hereto¬ 
fore  filed  need  not  do  so  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  79-6057  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP78-541] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  UNE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  19, 
1979,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Petitioner),  P.O,  Box 
1396,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP78-54.1  a  petition  to 
amend  the  Commission’s  order  of  No¬ 
vember  21,  1978,  issued  in  the  instant 
docket  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  Section  157.7(b) 
of  the  Regulations  thereunder  (18 
CFR  157.7(b)),  so  as  to  authorize  Peti¬ 
tioner  to  increase  by  50  percent  the 
total  cost  and  single  project  costs  Of 
facilities  constructed  imder  the  in¬ 
stant  budget-type  authorization,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  indicated  that  piu^uant  to  the 
Commission’s  order  of  November  21. 
1979,  in  the  instant  docket.  Petitioner 
was  authorized  to  construct  and  oper¬ 
ate  budget-type  gas-purchase  facilities 
for  a  12-month  period  commencing 
November  21,  1978.  It  is  further  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  total  authorized  cost  of 
facilities  constructed  under  the 
budget-type  authorization  is  limited  to 
$12,000,000,  with  no  single  onshore 
project  to  exceed  $1,500,000,  and  no 
single  offshore  project  to  exceed 
$2,500,000. 

Petitioner  states  that  due  to  infla¬ 
tion  in  construction  costs  which  has 
been  experienced  since  the  time  that 
the  present  limitations  were  estab¬ 
lished  in  1975,  it  is  requesting  waiver 
of  Section  157.7(b)(l)(i)  and  (ii)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  so  as  to  in¬ 
crease  its  current  total  authorized 
budget-type  limitation  to  $18,000,000 
with  no  single  onshore  project  to 
exceed  $2,250,  000  and  no  single  off¬ 
shore  project  to  exceed  $3,750,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  maJie  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  March  13,  1979,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri- 
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ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  j>erson  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.  79-6058  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-162] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

F^ROARY  16,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  17, 
1979,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Applicant).  P.O.  Box 
1396,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP79-152  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  transporation  of  natural  gas  for 
Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Southern),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
transport  up  to  4,900  Mcf  (14.73  psia) 
of  natural  gas  per  day  on  a  firm  basis 
for  Southern  from  a  point  of  receipt  in 
Block  132,  South  Marsh  Island  Area 
(SMI),  through  Applicant’s  Southeast 
Louisiana  Gathering  System  to  an  ex¬ 
isting  point  of  interconnection  be¬ 
tween  Applicant’s  Southeast  Louisiana 
Gathering  System  and  Florida  Gas 
Transmission  Company’s  (Florida)  fa¬ 
cility  in  St.  Helena  Parish.  Louisiana, 
where  Applicant  would  deliver  to  Flor¬ 
ida  for  the  account  of  Southern  quan¬ 
tities  thermally  equivalent  to  those  re¬ 
ceived  by  Applicant  (less  fuel  and  line 
loss  make-up),  pursuant  to  the  terms 
of  a  transportation  agreement  dated 
September  5,  1978,  between  Southern 
and  Applicant.  It  is  indicated  that 
Florida  w'ould  receive  the  gas  delivered 
into  its  s.vstem  by  Applicant  and  would 
transport  and  redeliver  such  gas  for 
Southern’s  account  at  existing  author¬ 
ized  points  of  interconnection  between 
Florida  and  Southern. 

Applicant  indicates  that  it  would  use 
the  facilities  which  it  w'as  authorized 
to  construct  in  Docket  No.  CP77-453 
to  provide  the  proposed  transportation 
service  for  Southern. 

The  application  states  that  Shell  Oil 
Company  (Shell).  SON  AT  Exploration 
Company  (SONAT)  and  The  Offshore 
Company  would  sell  gas  to  Southern 
from  Blocks  149  and  150,  SMI.  and 
that  the  reserves  committed  to  South¬ 
ern  constitute  18.75  percent  of  the 
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total  reser\'es  in  Blocks  149  and  150.  It 
is  asserted  that  Florida  and  United 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United)  have 
pending  an  application  to  construct 
and  operate  pipeline  facilities  from 
Blocks  149  and  150  to  a  point  immedi¬ 
ately  downstream  of  Applicant’s  meas¬ 
uring  and  regulating  station  on  Shell’s 
platform  in  Block  132,  SMI. 

Applicant  states  that  it  would  render 
firm  transportation  service  for  South¬ 
ern  for  an  estimated  initial  monthly 
demand  charge  of  $56,987,  which 
demand  charge  is  based  on  a  contract 
demand  quantity  of  4,900  Mcf  per  day 
reflecting,  in  part,  preliminary  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  cost  of  completing  the 
facilities  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-453  and,  prior  to  initial  service 
hereimder,  w'ould  be  adjusted  to  re¬ 
flect  the  actual  costs  of  such  facilities. 
In  addition,  current  estimates  of  pro¬ 
jected  daily  quantities  indicate  com¬ 
pression  w'ould  be  required  at  Block 
106,  SMI;  upon  installation  of  such 
compression  facility  the  monthly 
charge  would  be  adjiisted  to  reflect 
the  actual  cost  of  such  facility  and  the 
remaining  primary  term  of  the  trans¬ 
portation  agreement,  it  is  stated. 

Applicant  states  that  to  provide  for 
offshore  compressor  fuel  and  line  loss 
make-up,  it  reserves  the  right  to  retain 
a  portion  of  the  quantities  received  by 
Applicant  based  upon  a  determination 
by  Applicant  that  such  quantities  are 
w'arranted  by  operating  conditions.  To 
provide  for  onshore  compressor  fuel 
and  line  loss  make-up.  Applicant  ini¬ 
tially  W'ould  retain  1.2  percent  of  the 
quantities  received  by  Applicant  at 
Block  132,  SMI.  it  is  said.  Applicant 
states  that  it  reserves  the  right  from 
time  to  time  to  change  the  offshore 
and  onshore  percentages  for  fuel  and 
line  loss  make-up.  based  upon  a  deter¬ 
mination  by  Applicant  that  such  a  per¬ 
centage  change  is  warranted  by  oper¬ 
ating  conditions. 

■  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regrulatory  Commission. 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordahce  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 


ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  w'ill  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  w'ithin  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  ow'n  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
Will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6059  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-159) 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  UNE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  24. 
1979,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston. 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP79- 
159  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  Sec¬ 
tion  157.7(e)  of  the  Regulations  there¬ 
under  (18  CFR  157.7(e))  for  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  to  abandon  during 
the  12-month  period  commencing  the 
date  of  the  requested  authorization, 
direct  sales  service  and  facilities  no 
longer  required  for  deliveries  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  to  Applicant’s  customers,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget- 
type  application  is  to  augment  Appli¬ 
cant’s  ability  to  act  with  reasonable 
dispatch  in  abandoning  service  and  re¬ 
moving  direct  sale  measuring,  regulat¬ 
ing  and  related  facilities.  Applicant 
states  that  it  would  abandon  service 
and  facilities  only  when  deliveries  to 
any  one  direct  sale  customer  would 
not  exceed  100,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas 
during  the  last  year  of  service. 

The  application  states  that  Appli¬ 
cant  would  not  abandon  any  service 
unless  it  would  have  received  a  written 
request  or  w’ritten  permission  from  the 
customer  to  terminate  service.  In  the 
event  such  request  or  permission  could 
not  be  obtained,  a  statement  that  the 
customer  has  no  further  need  for  serv- 
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ice  would  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  it  is  said. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  13,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Conunis- 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon 
the  Federal  Elnergy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  by  Section  7  and  15  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  permission  and  approval  for 
the  proposed  abandonment  are  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6060  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  G-232] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notke  of  Petition  To  Amend 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  30, 
1979,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  G-232 
a  petition  to  amend  the  order  of  April 
28,  1972,  issued  in  the  instant  docket 
(47  FPC  1131)'  pursuant  to  Section 


'This  proceeding  was  commenced  before 
the  FPC.  By  Joint  regulation  of  October  1, 


7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  so  as  to 
authorize  Petitioner  to  continue  the 
sale  of  gas  to  Louisiana  Gas  Service 
Company,  successor  in  interest  of  the 
Utilities  Commission,  City  of  Monroe, 
Louisiana  (City  of  Monroe),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Petitioner  indicates  that  pursuant  to 
the  order  of  April  28,  1972,  in  the  in¬ 
stant  docket,  it  was  authorized  to  sell 
natural  gas  to  the  City  of  Monroe,  the 
owner  of  the  distribution  system  in 
the  Monroe,  Louisiana,  area.  The  sub¬ 
ject  sale  of  gas  occurs  at  the  outlet 
side  of  Petitioner’s  Shovan  No.  2  me¬ 
tering  and  regulating  station  near 
Shovan  Junction  in  Ouachita  Parish, 
Louisiana,  it  is  stated. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  has  been  ad¬ 
vised  that  the  system,  having  been 
previously  sold  to  the  City  of  Monroe, 
has  now  been  sold  to  the  Louisiana 
Gas  Service  Company.  Consequently, 
Petitioner  requests  authorization  to 
continue  the  sale  of  gas  to  Louisiana 
Gas  Service  Company.  Petitioner  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  maximum  daily  quanti¬ 
ty  of  gas  delivered  would  change  from 
51,000  Mcf  to  50,226  Mcf  reflecting  the 
change  in  measuring  gas  pursuant  to 
the  Gas  Measurement  Report  No.  3  of 
the  American  Gas  Association  instead 
of  the  American  Gas  Association 
Report  No.  1,  which  was  utilized  at  the 
time  the  1972  agreement  was  execut¬ 
ed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  March  13,  1979,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Conunission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  (TFR  1.8  or  1.10),  and 
the  Regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6061  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


1977  (10  CFR  1000.1),  it  was  transferred  to 
the  Commission. 


[6450-01~M] 

[Docket  No.  EL70-8] 

CENTRAL  POWER  A  LIGHT  CO.,  H  AL 
Appllcfrtioii 

February  22, 1979. 

In  the  matter  of  Central  Power  A 
Light  Company,  Public  Service  Com¬ 
pany  of  Oklahoma,  Southwestern 
Electric  Power  Company,  and  West 
Texas  Utilities  Company. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  9, 
1979,  the  affiliated  Companies  above 
tendered  for  filing,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  205  of  the  Public  Utilities  Regula¬ 
tory  Policies  Act  of  1978,  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  exemption  from  three  orders 
of  the  Public  Utility  Commission  of 
Texas  which  allegedly  prevent  Central 
Power  &  Light  Company  and  West 
Texas  Utilities  Company  from  volun¬ 
tarily  establishing  or  maintaining  an 
electrical  interconnection  with  any 
utility  other  than  those  comprising 
the  Electric  Reliability  Council  of 
Texas.  Applicants  also  request  an 
order  of  this  Commission  requiring  in¬ 
terconnection,  wheeling  and  related 
relief  under  Sections  202(b),  210,  211 
and  212  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  (as 
amended).  Applicants  state  that  the 
relief  they  seek  would  involve  inter¬ 
connections  between  their  re.spective 
utility  systems,  with  the  Electric  Reli¬ 
ability  Council  of  Texas  and  with  the 
Southwest  Power  Pool. 

Section  210(a)(1)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  as  promulgated  in  Title  II 
of  the  Public  tftility  Regulatory  Poli¬ 
cies  Act  of  1978,  provides  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  authority  to  issue  orders  re¬ 
quiring: 

"(A)  the  physical  connection  of  any 
cogeneration  facility,  any  small  power 
production  facility,  or  the  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities  of  any  electric  utility, 
with  the  facilities  of  such  applicant. 

“(B)  such  action  as  may  be  necessary 
to  make  effective  any  physical  connec¬ 
tion  described  in  subparagraph  (A), 
which  physical  connection  is  ineffec¬ 
tive  for  any  reason,  such  as  indequate 
size,  poor  maintenance,  or  physical  un¬ 
reliability, 

“(C)  such  sale  or  exchange  of  elec¬ 
tric  energy,  or  other  coordination,  as 
may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  any  order  under  subpara¬ 
graph  (A)  or  (B),  or 

“(D)  such  increase  in  transmi.ssion 
capacity  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  any  order  under 
subparagraph  (A)  or  (B).’’ 

Section  210(bKl)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  upon  receipt  of  an  application  the 
Commission  shall  issue  notice  to  each 
affected  electric  utility,  each  affected 
Federal  power  marketing  agency,  each 
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affected  owner  or  operator  of  a  cogen¬ 
eration  facility  or  small  power  produc¬ 
tion  facility,  and  to  the  public. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission.  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  March  30,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  interv'ene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file 
with  the  Commi^ion  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6020  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 

[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  RI77-129] 

COASTAL  STATES  GAS  PRODUaNG  CO. 

Order  Granting  Rehearing  for  Purposes  of 
Further  Consideration 

February  16. 1979. 

On  September  7,  1977,*  Coastal 
States  Gas  Producing  Company 
(Coastal  States)  filed  a  petition  for 
special  relief  in  Docket  No.  RI77-129 
pursuant  to  Sections  2.56a(g)  and  2.76 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy 
and  Interpretations.  Coastal  States  re¬ 
quested  a  total  rate  of  $2.43  per 
MMBtu  for  the  sale  of  its  working  in¬ 
terest  share  of  natural  gas  produced  in 
the  federal  domain,  offshore  Galves¬ 
ton.  The  Commission  issued  an  Order 
Denying  Petition  for  Special  Relief  on 
December  22,  1978,  finding  that  the 
rate  requested  in  the  petition  was  not 
cost-supported  under  the  out-of- 
pocket  cost  standard.  On  January  19. 
1979,  Coastal  States  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  rehearing  in  which  it  request¬ 
ed  that  the  Commission  grant  its  peti¬ 
tion  for  special  relief. 

The  Commission  orders: 

Rehearing  of  the  Conunission’s 
Order  Denying  Petition  for  Special 
Relief  of  December  22,  1978  is  hereby 
granted  solely  for  the  purpose  of  af¬ 
fording  further  time  for  consideration 
of  Coastal  States’  application  for  re¬ 
hearing.  Since  this  order  is  not  a  final 


'This  proceeding  was  commenced  before 
the  FPC.  By  the  joint  regulation  of  October 
1.  1977  (10  CFR  1000.1),  it  was  transfered  to 
the  FERC.  The  term  “Commission”,  when 
used  in  the  context  of  action  taken  prior  to 
October  1,  1977,  refers  to  the  FPC:  when 
used  otherw’ise,  the  reference  is  to  the 
FERC. 


order  on  rehearing,  no  responses  to 
the  order  will  be  entertained  by  the 
Commission  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  §  1.34(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6021  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 

[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  ER79-195] 

FLORIDA  POWER  CORP. 

Filing  of  Contract 

February  22, 1979. 

•Take  notice  that  on  February  9, 
1979,  Florida  Power  Corporation  (Flor¬ 
ida  Power)  tendered  for  filing  revi¬ 
sions  for  its  transmission  service  tariff. 
Florida  Power  states  that  the  revisions 
are  for  the  purpose  of:  (1)  extending 
the  applicability  of  the  tariff  to  elec¬ 
tric  utilities  other  than  municipalities 
and  cooperatives;  (2)  clarifying  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  tariff,  particularly 
with  respect  to  interconnected  oper¬ 
ations;  and  (3)  providing  for  a  stand¬ 
ard  service  agreement  to  formalize  op¬ 
eration  under  the  tariff. 

Florida  Power  further  states  the 
copies  of  the  revisions  were  served 
upon  the  cities  of  Tallahassee.  Gaines¬ 
ville,  New  Smyrna  Beach,  (Dcala,  Kissi- 
mee,  St.  Cloud,  Alachua,  Bushnell, 
Leesburg,  and  Lakeland,  the  Orlando 
Utilities  Commission,  Seminole  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative.  Inc.,  and  the  Florida 
Public  Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  2,  1979.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  interv’ene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plubib, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6022  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  RI66-117] 

H.  N.  BURNEH 

Order  granting  Rehearing  for  Purpotet  of 
Further  Consideration 

February  21, 1979. 

On  March  31,  1975,'  H.  N.  Burnett 
(Burnett)  filed  a  petition  for  declara¬ 
tory  order  in  D<x:ket  No.  RI66-117 
pursuant  to  §  1.7(c)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 
Burnett  requested  a  determintion  that 
certain  sales  of  gas  qualified  for  an 
off-lease  gathering  allowance.  It  also 
asked  for  a  waiver  of  §  157.40(e)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  in  order  to 
permit  the  collection  of  an  above  ceil¬ 
ing  rate  determined  through  operation 
of  an  impermissible  contract  pricing 
clause.  By  order  of  December  21,  1978, 
the  Commission  denied  Burnett’s  peti¬ 
tion  for  declaratory  order  in  all  re¬ 
spects.  Burnett  filed  an  application  for 
rehearing  on  January  18,  1979  request¬ 
ing  a  reconsideration  of  the  denial  of 
waiver  of  §  157.40(e). 

The  Commission  orders: 

Rehearing  of  the  Commission’s 
Order  Denying  Petition  for  Declara¬ 
tory  Order  issued  December  21. 1978  is 
hereby  granted  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  affording  further  time  for  consider¬ 
ation  of  Burnett’s  application  for  re¬ 
hearing.  Since  this  order  is  not  a  final 
order  on  rehearing,  no  responses  to 
the  order  wrill  be  entertained  by  the 
Commission  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  §  1.34(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6023  Filed  2-28-79:  8:45  am] 

[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  ER79-196] 

THE  IDAHO  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing 

February  22, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  7, 
1979,  the  Idaho  Power  Company  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  in  compliance  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Order  of  October  7,  1978,  a  sum¬ 
mary  of  sales  made  under  the  Compa¬ 
ny’s  1st  Revised  FERC  Electric  Tariff, 
Volume  No.  1  (Supercedes  Original 
Volume  No.  1)  during  December,  1978, 
along  with  cost  justification  for  the 


'This  proceeding  was  commenced  before 
the  FPC.  By  the  joint  regulation  of  Octo¬ 
ber  1.  1977,  (10  CFR  1000.1),  it  was  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  FERC.  The  term  “Commis¬ 
sion”.  when  used  in  the  context  of  action 
taken  prior  to  October  1,  1977,  refers  to  the 
FPC;  when  used  otherwise,  the  reference  is 
to  the  FERC. 
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rate  charged.  Also  tendered  were 
copies  of  executed  Service  Agreement 
between  the  Company  and  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Water  and  Power,  City  of  Los 
Angeles. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  pro¬ 
test  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  March  2,  1979.  Pro¬ 
tests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6024  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  ER79-1921 
KANSAS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 
Proposed  Tariff  Change 

February  22,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  Kansas  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  on  February  7,  1979, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes 
in  its  HX?  EDectric  Service  Tariff  No. 
45.  The  proposed  Amendment  changes 
the  minimum  and  maximum  amounts 
of  power  for  Delivery  Point  No.  2  and 
establishes  a  new  Delivery  Point  No.  4 
for  the  Sedgwick  County  Electric  Co¬ 
operative  Association,  Inc. 

The  Amendment  is  necessary  be¬ 
cause  the  Cooperative  has  requested 
the  changes  and  the  Company  has 
agreed  to  them,  according  to  the  Com¬ 
pany. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Sedgwick  County  Electric  Cooper¬ 
ative  Association,  Inc. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  inter\’ene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com- 
mis.sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §g  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
March  2,  1979.  Protests  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commi.ssion  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Com- 
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mission  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  ITumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6025  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  IS78-31 

MOBIL  PIPE  UNE  CO.  AND  EIGHTEEN 
PARTICIPATING  CARRIERS 

Order  Denying  Motion  for  Order  Permitting 
Pipeline  Rote  Schedules  To  Go  Into  Effect 
Subject  to  Refund  Obligation 

February  21, 1979. 
On  August  21,  1978,  Mobil  Pipe  Line 
Company  (Mobil)  and  eighteen  partici¬ 
pating  carriers  filed,  in  Docket  No. 
IS78-3,  a  motion’  which  essentially  re¬ 
quests  reconsideration  and  vacation  of 
a  suspension  order  issued  by  the  Oil 
Pipeline  Board  on  June  30,  1978.*  For 
the  reasons  discussed  below,  the 
motion  of  Mobil,  etaLis  denied. 

Mobil  filed  proposed  new  tariffs  on 
May  31,  1978.  New  tariffs,  reflecting 
rate  increases  proposed  by  Mobil,  were 
also  filed  by  eighteen  carriers*  which 
participate  in  gathering  and  transmis¬ 
sion  services  with  Mobil.  By  its  order 
of  June  30. 1978,  the  Board  found  that 
the  proposed  rate  increases  had  not 
been  shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable 
and  might  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory  or  otherwise 
unlawful.  For  this  reason,  the  Board 
suspended  the  proposed  rate  In¬ 
creases*  for  seven  months,  until  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1979,  when  they  shall  become 
effective,  subject  to  refund  pending  a 
final  decision  on  the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  hunreasee. 

In  its  motion  for  reconsideration, 
Mobil  contends  that  it  had  np  notice 
of  any  Board  policies  requiring  justifi¬ 
cation  data  for  rate  increases  in  excess 
of  seven  percent  or  otherwise.  Mobil 
argues  further  that  the  “seven  percent 
policy’’  has  not  been  sufficiently  ex¬ 
plained  to  Inform  Mobil  in  writing  of 
the  reasons  for  suspension  of  its  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increases  as  required  by  49 
use  §  15(7).  In  addition,  Mobil  argues 
that  all  of  its  tariffs  should  not  have 
been  suspended  since  some  of  them 


'Mobil  Pipe  Line  Company  and  Eighteen 
Participating  Carriers,  Motion  For  Order 
Permitting  Rate  Schedules  To  Go  Into 
Effect  Subject  to  Refund  Obligation, 
Docket  No  1878-3  (filed  August  21.  1978). 

^ Mobil  Pipe  Line  Company  and  Eighteen 
Participating  Carriers,  Order  Accepting  For 
Filing  And  Suspending  Proposed  Rate  In¬ 
creases,  Requiring  'The  Submission  Of  Ade¬ 
quate  Justification,  Instituting  An  Investi¬ 
gation  And  Initiating  Procedures,  Docket 
No.  IS78-3  (issued  June  30, 1978). 

’These  carriers  are  listed  in  Appendix  A 
to  the  suspension  order  issued  June  30, 
1978. 

’The  portions  of  the  tariffs  which  did  not 
reflect  increases  were  not  suspended. 


11607 

may  have  reflected  rate  increases  of 
less  than  seven  percent. 

Mobil’s  arguments  misconstrue  the 
basis  of  the  Board’s  suspension  order 
by  incorrectly  assuming  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increases  were  suspended 
solely  because  some  of  the  tariffs  re¬ 
flected  increases  of  more  than  seven 
percent.  The  Board  suspended  the 
proposed  rate  increases  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  instituting  an  investigation 
into  the  lawfulness  of  the  new  tariffs. 
The  express  basis  for  this  susiiension 
was  the  Board’s  finding  that  the  rate 
increases  had  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  and  might,  in  fact, 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
The  Board,  by  delegation  from  the 
Commission,  has  authority  to  suspend 
changed  rates  for  a  period  of  seven 
months  pending  investigation  into  the 
lawfulness  of  those  rates.*  The  broad 
discretion  inherent  in  this  suspension 
power  was  granted  to  the  Commission 
in  aid  of  its  primary  jurisdiction  to  de¬ 
termine  the  lawfulness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  rates.®  The  Commission 
believes  that  the  Board  properly 
found  that  an  investigation  into  the 
lawfulness  of  Mobil’s  proposed  rate 
changes  was  necessary.  ’The  Commis¬ 
sion  finds  that  the  Board’s  action  did 
not  depend  on  whether  or  not  the  pro¬ 
posed  increases  exceeded  seven  per¬ 
cent.  The  Board’s  suspension  for  the 
full  statutory  period  of  seven  months 
was  clearly  within  its  power.  As  the  in¬ 
vestigation  has  not  yet  been  complet¬ 
ed.  the  suspension  period  should  not 
be  reduced. 

The  Commission  also  finds  that  the 
Board  was  acting  fairly  and  within  its 
power  by  requiring  the  submission  of 
justification  data  for  the  proposed 
rate  increases.  Such  a  requirement  is 
clearly  contemplated  by  and  necessary 
to  the  exercise  of  the  Board’s  power  to 
investigate  the  lawfulness  of  rate 
changes.  The  Board,  as  a  delegatee  of 
the  Commission,  is  under  a  duty  to 
ensure  that  rates  are  just  and  reason¬ 
able*  and  the  carrier  must  assume  the 
resulting  burden  of  proof.®  The  Com¬ 
mission  believes  that  where  the  Board 
finds  that  rates  have  not  been  shown 
to  be  just  and  reasonable,  it  would  be 
seriously  remiss  in  failing  to  require 
further  proofs  before  permitting  such 
rates  to  go  into  effect. 

Mobil  argues  further  that  the  Board 
has  acted  discriminatorily  in  suspend¬ 
ing  all  of  Mobil’s  rate  increases  whUe 
permitting  rate  increases  of  other 
pipeline  common  carriers  of  less  than 


’The  Commission’s  power  to  suspend 
rates  pursuant  to  Section  15(7)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  was  delegated  to  the 
Oil  Pipeline  Board  by  Order  No.  3,  Docket 
No.  RM78-5  (Issued  February  10, 1978). 

*  Arrow  Transportation  Co.,  et  oL  v.  South¬ 
ern  Railway  Co.,  et  aL,  372  UJS.  658  (1963). 

’49  U.S.C.  §1(5). 

•49  U.S.C.  §  15(7). 
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seven  percent  to  become  effective  rou¬ 
tinely  without  suspension  and  permit¬ 
ting  rate  increases  of  some  carriers  of 
greater  than  seven  percent  to  become 
effective  without  suspension.  Again. 
Mobil  has  misconstrued  the  basis  of 
the  Board’s  suspension  order.  The 
Board  stated  only  that  it  had  a  policy 
of  requiring  justification  data  for  rate 
increases  above  seven  percent.  The 
fact  that  the  Board  did  not  rely  on 
this  figure  as  a  dhiding  line  between 
reasonable  and  unreasonable  rate  in¬ 
creases  is  exident  from  its  finding  that 
an  investigation  into  all  of  Mobil's  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increases  w'as  appropriate 
and  necessary.  Proposed  tariffs  of 
pipeline  common  carriers  must  be 
evaluated  individually.  Where  there  is 
a  finding,  as  in  this  case,  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  may  be  unreasonable  or 
otherwise  unlawful,  then  a  suspension 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the 
lawfulness  of  the  proposed  rates  is  au¬ 
thorized  by  §15(7)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  As  previously  noted  in 
this  order,  the  Commission  has  broad 
discretion  in  instituting  such  an  inves¬ 
tigation. 

Finally,  Mobil  argues  that  the  justi¬ 
fication  data  which  it  submitted  dem¬ 
onstrates  that  its  overall  rate  of 
return  conforms  to  the  eight  and  ten 
percent  guidelines  indicated  in  the  ap¬ 
pendix  attached  to  the  Board’s  order. 
Mobil  also  contends  that  its  projected 
rate  of  return  will  result  in  net  earn¬ 
ings  available  for  dividends  within  the 
dividend  payment  limitations  of  the 
Pipeline  Consent  Decree,  United 
States  V.  Atlantic  Refining  Co.,  Civil 
No.  14060  D.D.C..  December  23.  1941. 
Assuming  that  Mobil’s  contentions  are 
true,  they  are  not  a  conclusive  show¬ 
ing  of  the  reasonableness  of  its  pro¬ 
posed  rate  changes  and  do  not  warrant 
any  change  in  the  Board’s  suspension 
order.  The  fact  that  proposed  rates 
come  within  the  dividend  pajTnent 
limitations  of  the  1941  consent  decree 
does  not  ensure  that  the  pipeline’s 
rates  are  just  and  reaso  lable  within 
the  meaning  of  §  1(5).*  Reliance  on  an 
8  to  10  percent  rate  of  return  as  an 
automatic  showing  of  the  reasonable¬ 
ness  of  rates  was  recently  rejected  by 
the  D.C.  Circuit  Court  in  Farmers 
Union  Central  Exchange,  et  al.  v. 
FERC,  584  F.  2d  408  (D.C.  Cir.  1978). 
The  court  remanded  to  this  Commis¬ 
sion.  as  successor  to  the  ICC,  a  deci¬ 
sion  by  the  ICC  upholding  the  reason¬ 
ableness  of  a  pipeline’s  rates.  In  its 
opinion,  the  court  found  fault,  inter 
alia,  with  the  ICC’s  reliance  on  an  8  to 
10  percent  rate  of  return  as  a  conclu¬ 
sive  standard  of  reasonableness. 

Upon  review,  the  Commission  finds 
that  the  motion  for  reconsideration 
presents  no  new  facts  or  principles  of 
law  which  were  not  heretofore  consid¬ 
ered  or  w'hich  now  having  been  consid- 


•49  U.S.C.  §1(5). 


ered  by  the  Commission  w’arrant  any 
change  in  the  Board’s  order  of  June 
30,  1978. 

The  Commission  orders: 

The  motion  of  Mobil,  et  al.,  for  an 
order  permitting  rate  schedules  to  go 
into  effect  subject  to  refund  obligation 
is  denied. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6026  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  RP73-8] 

NORTH  PENN  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

February  16, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  North  Penn  Gas 
Company  (North  Penn)  on  February 
5,  1979,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  pursuant  to  its 
PGA  Clause  for  rates  to  be  effective 
March  1.  1979. 

The  change  in  rates  contained  in 
this  filing  reflects  an  increase  of 
10.177c  per  Mcf  pursuant  to  Section 
14.1  (PGA  Clause)  of  North  Pe’m’s 
tariff  to  reflect  supplier  rate  changes 
through  March  1,  1979  and  a  sur¬ 
charge  credit  of  0.668c  per  Mcf  r^ursu- 
ant  to  Section  14.4  which  result.'  from 
amounts  accumulated  in  the  Dnreco- 
vered  Purchased  Gas  Cost  Account  for 
the  period  September  1,  1978  through 
December  31,  1978. 

North  Penn  requests  a  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 
specifically  Section  154.22,  Not  ce  Re¬ 
quirements,  stating  that  it  did  not  re¬ 
ceive  its  supplier  rate  changes  Li  suffi¬ 
cient  time  to  make  a  timely  filuig.  Ad¬ 
ditionally,  North  Penn  requt^sts  a 
waiver  of  any  other  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  and  Regulations  as  may 
be  deemed  necessary  to  allow'  the  re¬ 
vised  rates  to  become  effective  March 
1, 1979  as  proposed. 

Copies  of  this  filing  W'ere  served 
upon  North  Penn’s  jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  as  well  as  interested  state  com¬ 
missions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
February  26,  1979.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  CommissiofT  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot- 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 


person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  79-6027  Piled  2-28-79:  8:45  am] 
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(Docket  No.  ER79-1931 
NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Supplement  No.  1,  to  the  Interconnection  and 

Interchange  Agreement  With  Northwestern 

Public  Service  Co. 

February  16.  1979. 

Take  notice  that  Northern  States 
Power  Company,  on  February  8,  1979, 
tendered  for  filing  Supplement  No.  1. 
dated  January  22,  1979,  to  the  Inter¬ 
connection  and  Interchange  Agree¬ 
ment,  dated  April  23,  1968,  with 

Northwestern  Public  Service  Compa¬ 
ny. 

Supplement  No.  1  provides  for 
changing  the  location  of  the  metering 
equipment  for  the  Marion  Substation, 
according  to  Northern  States. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  interx'ene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission.  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
N.E.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  or  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  March  2.  1979.  Pro¬ 
tests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application 
are  on  file  w'lth  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  79-6028  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 
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(Docket  No.  ER79-197] 

OHIO  EDISON  CO. 

Proposed  Chong*  in  Rates 

February  22,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  9,  1979 
Ohio  Edison  Company  (Ohio  Edison) 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes 
in  the  Facilities  Use  Charges  included 
in  Section  8  of  the  Agreement  dated 
June  20,  1968  between  Ohio  Power 
Company  and  Ohio  Edison  Company 
(Ohio  Power  Company  FERC  Rate 
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Schedule  No.  71).  Ohio  Edison  states 
that  under  the  Agreement,  Ohio 
Edison  buys  specified  amounts  of 
power  from  Ohio  Power  Company  at 
points  of  interconnection  and  resells 
equivalent  amounts  of  power  back  to 
Ohio  Power  at  specified  delivery 
points,  where  Ohio  Power  then  sells 
such  power  to  Buckeye  Power,  Inc. 
The  proposed  change  affects  only  the 
Facilities  Use  Charges  payable  by 
Ohio  Power  Company  to  Ohio  Edison, 
according  to  Ohio  Edison. 

Ohio  Edison  states  that  the  primary 
purpose  of  the  rate  change  is  to  reflect 
increased  costs  of  service,  including  a 
sufficient  return  on  capital  invested. 
The  proposed  increase  is  the  first  re¬ 
quested  since  Agreement  became  ef¬ 
fective  in  1968,  according  to  Ohio 
Edison. 

Copies  of  the  rate  application  were 
served  upon  Ohio  Power  Company  and 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 
Ohio. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §§  1.8,  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  March  2,  1979.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  prot- 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6029  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[671 2-01 -M] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

UHF-TV  RECEIVER  NOISE  FIGURE  MEASURE¬ 
MENT  STANDARDS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

The  advisory  committee  on  UHF-TV 
Receiver  Noise  Figure  Measurement 
Standards  will  meet  at  the  FCC  Labo¬ 
ratory,  Guilford,  Maryland  on  March 
19,  1979.  Sub-group  A  will  convene  at 
9:00  a.m.,  while  sub-group  B  will  begin 
their  session  at  1:30  p.m. 

Federal  Communications 
COBIMISSION, 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5961  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[6712-01-M] 

[CC  Docket  No.  79-6] 

PROPOSED  OFFERING  OF  ELECTRONIC 
COMPUTER  ORIGINATED  MAIL  (ECOM) 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Comment*, 
Briefs,  Oppositions,  ond  Replies 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTTION:  Extension  of  time. 

SUMMARY:  On  motion  for  good 
cause  shown  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  briefs,  oppositions,  and  re¬ 
plies,  have  been  extended  thirty  days 
to  March  27,  1979,  April  10.  1979,  and 
April  17, 1979,  respectively. 

DATES:  Comments  and  briefs  must  be 
received  on  or  before  March  27,  1979; 
oppositions  must  be  received  on  or 
before  April  10,  1979;  and  replies  must 
be  received  on  or  before  April  17, 1979. 

ADDRESSES;  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission.  W^ashington,  D.C. 
20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Michael  S.  Slomln,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division.  Washington,  D.C.  20554 
(202-632-9342). 

In  the  matter  of  request  for  declara¬ 
tory  ruling  and  investigation  by 
Graphnet  Systems,  Incorporated  con¬ 
cerning  a  proposed  offering  of  elec¬ 
tronic  computer  originated  mail 
(ECOM);  Order  (see  also  44FR  8011, 
February  8, 1979). 

Adopted:  February  16, 1979. 

Relesised:  February  16, 1979. 

By  the  Chief,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau; 

1.  International  Business  Machines 
Corporation  (IBM)  and  the  Computer 
and  Business  Equipment  Manufactur¬ 
ers  Association  (C^EMA)  have  re¬ 
quested  that  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  in  this  proceeding  be  extended 
forty-five  days.  In  support,  they  cite 
the  unique  and  complex  questions  of 
law  and  policy  to  be  addressed,  and 
they  claim  that  the  short  time  period 
currently  provided  will  reduce  both 
the  number  and  quality  of  responses 
which  the  Commission  may  expect  to 
receive. 

2.  To  some  extent  the  issues  which 
we  are  addressing  in  this  proceeding 
have  been  briefed  by  interested  parties 
in  other  forums,  and  the  Commission 
did  not  anticipate  imposing  excessive 
burdens  on  these  parties  by  specifying 
a  short  time  schedule  herein.  Howev¬ 
er,  there  are  apparently  interested  en¬ 
tities  (such  as  IBM)  which  have  not 
had  the  benefit  of  pre-researching 
these  issues,  and  these  entities  should 
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not  be  penalized  by  the  present  time 
constraints. 

3.  Accordingly,  we  will  grant  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  time  herein.  The  public  in¬ 
terest  would  not  be  served  by  unduly 
prolonging  this  proceeding,  and  for 
this  reason  the  relevant  dates  will  be 
extended  thirty  days  (and  not  forty- 
five  as  requested).  Pursuant  to  author¬ 
ity  delegated  in  §0.303  of  the  FCC’s 
Rules,  47  CFR  0.303,  it  is  hereby  or¬ 
dered,  That  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  briefs,  oppositions,  and  re¬ 
plies,  are  hereby  extended,  respective¬ 
ly,  to  March  27,  1979,  April  10.  1979 
and  AprU  17, 1979. 

Larry  F.  Darby, 
Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5977  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6712-01-M] 

[SS  Dockat  Nos.  79-23,  79-24;  File  Nos. 

55A-1-108,  130-A-U108 

APPLE  VALLEY  AVIATION,  INC  AND  HIGH 
DESERT  BEECHCRAFT 

Ordor  Dosignoting  Applications  for 
Consolidotod  Hooring  on  Stated  Issues 

Adopted:  February  16, 1979. 

Released:  February  27, 1979. 

In  regard  application  of  Apple 
Valley  Aviation,  Inc.,  Apple  Valley, 
California,  SS  Docket  No.  79-23,  Filed 
No.  55-A-L-108;  High  Desert  Beech- 
craft,  Apple  Valley,  California,  SS 
Docket  No.  79-24,  File  No.  130-A-L- 
108;  For  an  Aeronautical  Advisory  Sta¬ 
tion  to  serve  Airport,  Apple  Valley, 
California. 

1.  Apple  Valley  Aviation,  Inc.  (here¬ 
inafter  called  Apple  Valley)  and  High 
Desert  Beechcraft  (hereinafter  called 
High  Desert)  have  both  filed  for  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  an  aeronautical  ad¬ 
visory  station  at  the  same  airport. 
Since  §  87.251(a)  of  our  rules  provides 
that  only  one  aeronautical  advisory 
station  may  be  authorized  at  an  air¬ 
port,  the  above-captioned  applications 
are  mutually  exclusive.  Accordingly,  it 
is  necessary  to  designate  these  applica¬ 
tions  for  comparatve  hearing  in  order 
to  determine  which,  if  any,  should  be 
granted. 

2.  Apple  Valley  vras  the  previous  li¬ 
censee  of  the  aeronautical  advisory 
station  at  Apple  Valley  Airport.  How¬ 
ever,  their  previous  authorization  to 
operate  this  station  expired  on  Febru¬ 
ary  19,  1975.  From  that  date  until  Oc¬ 
tober  11,  1978,‘  they  had  no  valid  au- 


‘  Apple  Valley  has  been  operating  an  aero¬ 
nautic^  advisory  station  since  October  11. 
1978,  under  the  terms  of  a  Special  Tempo¬ 
rary  Authority  pending  final  action  in  this 
matter  so  the  airport  would  not  be  deprived 
of  advisory  service. 
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thority  to  operate  an  aeronautical  ad¬ 
visory  station.  Apple  Valley  admits,  in 
a  letter  written  to  us  on  September  30, 
that  they 

•  •  •  either  overlooked  renewing  our  unicorn 
license,  or  we  made  the  renewal  out  at  the 
same  time  as  the  others  and  you  did  not 
return  it. 

Our  records  do  not  show  a  renewal  ap¬ 
plication  having  been  processed  by  us. 
It  is  therefore  necessary  to  designate 
an  issue  to  determine  the  effect  that 
this  period  of  unlicensed  operation  has 
on  Apple  Valley’s  qualifications  to  be  a 
licensee. 

3.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Section  309(e)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and 
§0.331  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  the 
above-captioned  applications  are 
hereby  designated  for  hearing  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order  on  the  following  comparative 
issues: 

(a)  To  determine  which  applicant 
would  provide  the  public  with  better 
aeronautical  advisory  service  based  on 
the  following  considerations; 

(1)  Location  of  the  fixed-base  oper¬ 
ation  and  proposed  radio  station  in  re¬ 
lation  to  the  landing  area  and  traffic 
patterns: 

(2)  Hours  of  operation: 

(3)  Personnel  available  to  provide 

advisory  service:  ' 

(4)  Experience  of  applicant  and  em¬ 
ployees  in  aviation  and  aviation  com¬ 
munications,  including  but  not  limited 
to  operation  of  stations  in  the  Avi¬ 
ation  Ser\'ices  (Part  87)  that  may  be  or 
have  been  authorized  to  the  applicant: 

(5)  Ability  to  provide  information 
pertaining  to  primary  and  secondary 
communications  as  specified  in  Section 
87.257  of  the  Commission’s  rules; 

(6)  Proposed  radio  system  including 
control  and  dispatch  points;  and 

(7)  The  availability  of  the  radio 
facilities  to  other  fixed-base  operators: 

(b)  To  determine  the  effect  of  the 
operation  of  an  unlicensed  aeronauti¬ 
cal  advisory  station  during  the  period 
from  february  19,  1975,  to  October  11, 
1978.  on  Apple  Valley’s  qualifications 
to  be  a  licensee  of  the  Commission: 
and 

(c)  To  determine  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  on  the  foregoing  issues 
which  of  the  applications  should  be 
granted. 

3.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
burden  of  proof  and  the  burden  of 
proceeding  with  the  introduction  of 
evidence  is  on  each  applicant  with  re¬ 
spect  to  its  application  except  issue  (b) 
where  the  burdens  are  on  Apple 
Valley  and  issue  (c)  which  is  conclu- 
sory. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard.  Apple  Valley  and  High  Desert. 


NOTICES 

pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the  commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney, 
shall  within  20  days  of  the  mailing  of 
this  Order,  file  w'ith  the  Commission, 
in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  set  for  hearing  and  present  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order.  Failure  to  file  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  w’ithin  the  time  specified  may 
result  in  dismissal  of  the  application 
with  prejudice. 

Carlos  V.  Roberts, 

Chief,  Safety  and  Special 
Radio  Services  Bureau- 
[PR  Doc.  79  6001  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[6730-01 -M] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

AARID  CONSOLIDATORS  AND  FORWARDERS, 
INC,  ET  AL 

Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  Licenses 

In  the  matter  of  Aarid  Consolidators 
&  Forwarders,  Inc.  (F’MC-1454), 
Abarim  Freight  Service.  Inc,  (FMC- 
966),  Alba  Forw'arding  Co.,  Inc.  (F^C- 
267),  Air  Van  Lines,  Inc.  (FMC-1999), 
W.  C.  Auger  &  Company  (FMC-306), 
A.  B.  Barone  Forwarding,  Inc.  (FMC- 
955R).  William  M.  Beidl  (FMC-2047). 
D.  L.  Buchanan.  Inc.  (FMC-1474R),  A. 
F.  Burstrom  &  Son,  Inc.  (FMC-1105), 
Geo.  S.  Bush  &  Co.,  Inc.  (FMC-162), 
Chesapeake  Shipping,  Inc.  (FMC- 
1343),  Dean  Forw'arding  Company, 
Inc.  (FMC-1478),  Division  M,  Inc. 
(FMC-1538),  Engel  Van  Lines,  Inc. 
(FMC-1139R),  Hampton  Roads  Ship¬ 
ping  Corporation  (FMC-339),  Heidi’s 
Inc.  (FMC-64),  Leo  Hill.  Inc.  (Hill- 
Tampa  DBA)  (FMC-852R),  Imperial 
Van  Lines,  Inc.  of  California  (FMC- 
1236),  Jar  Forwarding  Ltd.  (FMC- 
1917),  Kennelly  &  Sisman  Co.  (FMC- 
1524),  Lion  Transfer  &  Storage  Com¬ 
pany  (FMC-1201),  L.T.C.  Air  Cargo, 
Inc.  (FMC-1294),  Mateus  Shipping 
Corporation  (FMC-2108R).  Nettles  & 
Company,  Inc.  (FMC-1153),  New  Eng- 
lang  Household  International,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  New'  England  Household 
Moving  &  Storage,  Inc.  (FMC-1882), 
Takasuke  Okada  (FMC-1755),  T,  A. 
Provence  &  Company,  Incorporated 
(FMC-347),  A.  L.  Rankin  (Arthur 
Louis  Rankin,  DBA)  (FMC-133). 
Norma  E.  Sanchez  (FMC-1607R),  Sea- 
Lanes  Shipping  Co..  Inc.  (FMC-283). 
Sentry  Air  Freight  Corp.  dba  Sentry 
Ocean  Services  <FMC-1345R),  Socal 
Export  Forwarding  (William  R. 
Kokott  and  Maxine  Stafford,  DBA) 
(FMC-1972),  Southern  Steamship 
Agency,  Inc,  (FMC-672),  Stone  & 
Downer  Company  (F^C-972),  Surface 
Cargo  Specialists,  Inc.  (FMC-1411), 
Trans-World  Shipping  Service,  Inc. 
(FMC-686). 


,  Notice  Vacating  Revocation 

By  Decision  serv'ed  July  24.  1978,  in 
Docket  No.  77-53,  Licensing  of  Inde¬ 
pendent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarders, 
(Federal  Register  Vol.  43,  No.  146,  P. 
32776,  July  28,  1978),  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  amended  its 
General  Order  4  (46  CFTl  510)  to  re¬ 
quire  all  licensed  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  to  file  w'ith  the 
Commission  a  surety  bond  in  the 
amount  of  $30,000.  Previously,  a  bond 
in  the  amount  of  $10,000  was  required. 
The  Order  stated  that  if  a  licensee 
fails  to  file  a  bond  in  the  increased 
amount  on  or  before  December  1, 
1978,  the  license  shall  be  revoked  in 
accordance  with  Rule  510.9  of  General 
Order  4. 

Following  the  Order  of  July  24,  1978, 
the  Commission  published  a  Notice  of 
Revocation  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  3,  1979,  which  identified 
various-named  licensees  which  had 
failed  to  file  the  required  surety  bond 
within  the  period  specified,  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  terms  of  that 
Order,  the  licenses  held  by  those  iden¬ 
tified  parties  w’ere  revoked. 

E\idence  now  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  demonstrates  that  the  below 
listed  licensees  had.  in  fact,  obtained 
valid  surety  bonds  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Order  of  July  24. 
1978,  on  or  before  December  1,  1978, 
although  such  bond  had  not  been  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Commission  until  a  date 
subsequent  to  December  1,  1978.  Con¬ 
sequently.  these  licenses  were  fully 
covered  by  the  required  increased 
bond  and  it  is  found  that  substantive 
compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
new  bonding  requirement  has  been 
achieved.  Therefore,  the  following  rev¬ 
ocations  and  the  Notice  of  Revocation 
as  it  pertains  to  the  following  licenses 
are  vacated  based  upon  the  newly  dis¬ 
covered  evidence  that  the  new  $30,000 
bond  was  in  effect  continuously  from 
December  1, 1978: 

Aarid  Consolidators  &  Forwarders,  Inc. 
(FMC-1454).  Abarim  Freight  Service,  Inc. 
(FMC-966),  Alba  Forwarding  Co..  Inc. 
(FMC-267),  Air  Van  Lines.  Inc.  (FMC-1999), 
W.  C.  Auger  &  Company  (FMC-306),  A.  B. 
Barone  Forwarding,  Inc.  (FMC-955R).'WI1- 
liam  M.  Beidl  (FMC-2047).  D.  L.  Buchanan. 
Inc.  (FMC-1474R),  A.  F.  Burstrom  &  Son. 
Inc.  (FMC-1105),  Geo.  S.  Bush  &  Co.,  Inc. 
(FMC-162).  Chesapeake  Shipping,  Inc. 
(FMC-1343),  Dean  Forwarding  Company, 
Inc.  (FMC-1478),  Division  M,  Inc.  (FM(3- 
1538),  Engel  Van  Lines,  Inc.  (FMC-1139R). 
Hampton  Roads  Shipping  Corporation 
(FMC-339).  Heidi’s  Inc.  (FMC-64).  Leo  Hill. 
Inc.  (Hill-Tampa,  dba)  (FMC-852R),  Imperi¬ 
al  Van  Lines,  Inc.  of  California  (FMC-1236), 
Jar  Forwarding  Ltd.  (FMC-1917),  Kennelly 
&  Sisman  Co.  (FMC-1524),  Lion  Transfer  St 
Storage  Company  (FMC-1201),  LT.C.  Air 
Cargo,  Inc.  (FMC-1294),  Mateus  Shipping 
Corporation  (FMC-2108R),  Nettles  St  Com¬ 
pany.  Inc.  (FMC-1153),  New  England  House- 
hoM  International,  Division  of  New  England 
Household  Moving  St  Storage.  Inc.  (FMC- 
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1882),  Takasuke  Okada  (F7tfC-1755).  T.  A. 
Provence  &  Compariy,  Incorporated  (FMC- 
347),  A.  L.  Rankin  (Arthur  Louis  Rankin, 
dba)  (FMC-133),  Norma  E.  Sanchez  (FMC- 
1607R),  Sea-Lanes  Shipping  Co..  Inc.  (FMC- 
283),  Sentry  Air  Freight  Corp.,  dba  Sentry 
Ocean  Services  (FMC-1345R).  Socal  Export 
Forwarding  (William  R.  Kokott  and  Maxine 
Stafford,  dba)  (FMC-1972),  Southern 
Steamship  Agency.  Inc.  (FMC-672),  Stone  St 
Downer  Company  (FMC-972),  Surface 
Cargo  Specialists,  Inc.  (FMC-1411),  Trans- 
World  Shipping  Service,  Inc.  (FMC-686). 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  Vacating  Revo¬ 
cation  shall  be  published  in  the  F^er- 
AL  Register  and  served  upon  each  des¬ 
ignated  licensee. 

By  the  Commission  February  21, 
1979. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6065  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[6730-01 -M] 

ATLAS  INTERNATIONAL,  ET  AL. 
Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  Licenses 

In  the  matter  of  Atlas  International 
(Gonzalo  Garcia,  DBA)  (FMC-1447), 
Dachser  Transport  of  America,  Inc. 
(FMC-1883),  Imperial  Air  Freight 
Service,  Inc.  (FMC-1285),  Nissin  Inter¬ 
national  Transport,  U.S.A.  Inc.  (FMC- 
1647),  United  Dispatch  Services  (Rene 
Lopez  &  David  Romano,  DBA)  (FMC- 
1381),  Murray  H.  Weiss  &  Son,  Inc. 
(FMC-608R). 

Notice  Vacating  Revocation 

By  Decision  served  July  24.  1978,  in 
Docket  No.  77-53,  Licensing  of  Inde¬ 
pendent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarders, 
(Federal  Register  Vol.  43,  No.  146,  P. 
32776,  July  28.  1978),  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  amended  its 
General  Order  4  (46  CFR  510)  to  re¬ 
quire  all  licensed  independent  (Kean 
freight  forwarders  to  file  with  the 
Commission  a  surety  bond  in  the 
amount  of  $30,000.  Previousiy,  a  bond 
in  the  amount  of  $10,000  was  required. 
The  Order  state(i  that  if  a  licensee 
fails  to  file  a  bond  in  the  increased 
amount  on  or  before  December  1, 
1978,  the  license  shall  be  revoked  in 
accordance  with  Rule  510.9  of  General 
Order  4. 

Following  the  Order  of  July  24,  1978, 
the  Commission  published  a  Notice  of 
Revocation  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  3,  1979,  which  identified 
various-named  licensees  which  had 
failed  to  file  the  required  surety  bond 
within  the  period  specified,  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  terms  of  that 
Order,  the  licenses  held  by  those  iden¬ 
tified  parties  were  revoked. 

After  December  1,  1978,  the  below 
listed  licensees  obtained  valid  surety 
bonds  with  effective  dates  on  or  before 
December  1,  1978  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Order  of  July  24, 


1978.  Substantive  compliance  with  the 
Commission’s  new  bonding  require¬ 
ment  has  been  achieved.  The  licensees 
listed  have  now  evidenced  continuous 
coverage  and  have  met  the  new 
$30,000  minimum  amount.  Therefore, 
the  following  revocations  and  the 
Notice  of  Revocation  as  it  pertains  to 
the  following  licenses  are  vacated 
based  upon  the  newly  discovered  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  new  $30,000  bond  has 
been  in  effect  from  December  1,  1978: 

Atlas  International  (Gonzalo  Garcia,  dba), 
FMC-1447. 

Dachser  Transport  of  America,  Inc.,  FMC- 
1883. 

Imperial  Air  Freight  Service,  Inc.,  FMC- 
1285. 

NLssin  International  Transport,  U.S.A.  Inc., 
PMC-1647. 

United  Dispatch  Services  (Rene  Lopez  & 
David  Romano,  dba),  FMC-1381. 

Murray  H.  Weiss  &  Son,  Inc.  FMC-608R. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  Vacating  Revo¬ 
cation  shall  be  published  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  and  served  upon  each  des¬ 
ignated  licensee. 

By  the  Commission  February  21, 

1979. 

F’rancis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6066  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[6210-01 -M] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  BANK  OF  NEW  YORK,  ET 
AL 

Bank  Holding  Companlei;  Proposed  Do  Novo 
Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed 
in  this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant 
to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8)) 
and  §225.4(bKl)  of  the  Board’s  Regu¬ 
lation  Y  (12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  per¬ 
mission  to  engage  de  novo  (or  continue 
to  engage  in  an  activity  earlier  com¬ 
menced  de  novo),  directly  or  indirect¬ 
ly,  solely  in  the  activities  indicated, 
which  the  bank  holding  companies  be¬ 
lieve  have  been  determined  by  the 
Board  of  Governors  to  be  closely  relat¬ 
ed  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application,  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposal  can  “rea¬ 
sonably  be  expected  to  produce  bene¬ 
fits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater  con¬ 
venience.  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh  pos¬ 
sible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased 
or  unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  in¬ 
terest,  or  unsound  banking  practices.’’ 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  a  written 
presentation  would  not  suffice  in  lieu 
of  a  hearing,  identifying  specifically 


any  questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dis¬ 
pute,  summarizing  the  evidence  that 
would  be  presented  at  a  hearing,  and 
indicating  how  the  party  commenting 
would  be  aggrieved  by  approval  of 
that  proposal.  . 

Each  application  may  be  inspected 
at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  or  at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
indicated  for  that  application.  Com¬ 
ments  and  requests  for  hearings 
should  identify  clearly  the  specific  ap¬ 
plication  to  which  they  relate,  and 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  appropriate  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  not  later  than  March  22, 
1979. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York,  33  Liberty  Street,  New  York. 
New  York  10045: 

EUROPEAN  AMERICAN  BAN¬ 
CORP,  New  York,  New  York  (interna¬ 
tional  banking  activities;  internation¬ 
al):  to  engage,  through  its  subsidiary, 
European  American  Banking  Corpora¬ 
tion,  in  interbank  Eurocurrency  and 
Eurodollar  placements  and  deposits; 
commercial  Eurocurrency  and  Euro¬ 
dollar  loans;  and  foreign  exchange 
transactions.  It  is  Applicant’s  opinion 
that  the  Board  in  section  225.4(aKl)  of 
its  Regulation  Y  has  determined  some 
of  these  activities  to  be  closely  related 
to  banking  and  that  the  others  are  in¬ 
cidental  to  activities  described  in  that 
regulation.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  from  an  office  in  Luxem¬ 
bourg.  Luxembourg. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta, 
104  Marietta  Street,  N.W.,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30303: 

FIRST  RAILROAD  &  BANKING 
COMPANY  OP  GEORGIA,  Augusta, 
Georgia  (financing  activities;  District 
of  Columbia,  Maryland):  to  engage, 
through  its  subsidiaries,  CMC  Group, 
Inc.,  and  Capitol  Premium  Plan,  Inc., 
in  making  or  acquiring  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  principally  con¬ 
sisting  of  insurance  premium  financ¬ 
ing.  These  activities  would  be  conduct¬ 
ed  from  an  office  in  Charlotte,  North 
Carolina,  and  the  geographic  areas  to 
be  served  are  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  Maryland. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago, 
230  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Il¬ 
linois  60690: 

1ST  STA-TE  CORPORA-nON,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  (financing  and  leasing  ac¬ 
tivities;  Illinois):  to  engage  in  making 
or  acquiring  commercial  loans  and 
other  commercial  extensions  of  credit, 
including  secured  and  unsecured  loans 
to  individuals,  corporations,  and  part¬ 
nerships.  for  business  purposes  only, 
such  as  would  be  made  by  a  commer¬ 
cial  bank;  and  leasing  of  automobiles 
to  industry,  banks,  and  others,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Board’s  Regulation 
Y.  These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  an  office  in  Chicago,  Illinois,  and 
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the  geographic  area  to  be  sen'ed  is  the 
Chicago  metropolitan  area. 

D.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  925  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64198: 

1.  MIDLAND  CAPITAL  CO..  Okla¬ 
homa  City.  Oklahoma  (mortgage 
banking  activities;  Texas);  to  engage, 
through  its  subsidiary.  Midland  Mort¬ 
gage  Co.,  in  the  origination  and  servic¬ 
ing  of  all  types  of  residential  and  com¬ 
mercial  mortgage  loans.  These  activi¬ 
ties  would  be  conducted  from  an  office 
in  San  Antonio.  Texas,  and  the  geo¬ 
graphic  area  to  be  served  includes  the 
southwest  San  Antonio  section. 

2.  MIDLAND  CAPITAL  CO.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma  (mortgage 
banking  activities;  Oklahoma):  to 
engage  in  the  activities  described  in 
the  preceding  paragraph  1"  through 
the  subsidiary  there  identified.  These 
activities  would  be  conducted  from  an 
office  in  Sand  Springs,  Oklahoma,  and 
the  geographic  area  to  be  serv^ed  is 
western  Tulsa  County  and  Creek, 
Osage,  and  Pawnee  Counties.  Oklaho¬ 
ma. 

E.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks: 
None. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  February  23,  1979. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6076  Filed  2-28-79:  8:45  am) 


[6210~01-M] 

CITIZENS  BANGROUP  B  CO. 

Formation  of  Bonk  Holding  Company 

Citizens  Bangroup  &  Co..  St.  Ann, 
Missouri,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
§  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  88.4  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  (less  directors’  quali¬ 
fying  shares)  of  Citizens  National 
Bank  of  Greater  St.  Louis,  Maple¬ 
wood.  Missouri.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
or  at  the  Federal  Reserv'e  Bank  of  St. 
Louis.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment 
on  the  application  should  submit  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary.  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  Washington.  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  March  21,  1979. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presenta¬ 
tion  would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a 
hearing,  identifying  specifically  any 
questions  of  fact  that  are  in  dispute 
and  summarizing  the  evidence  that 
would  be  presented  at  a  hearing. 


NOTICES 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System.  February  21,  1979. 

Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 
[FR  Doc.  79-6077  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[1505-01-M] 

GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OFFICE 

DEPOSITORY  LIBRARY  COUNOL  TO  THE 
PUBLIC  PRINTER 

Moating 

The  Depository  Library  Council  to 
the  Public  Printer  w'ill  meet  on  April 
9,  10,  and  11,  1979,  at  the  Marines’  Me¬ 
morial  Club,  609  Sutter  Street,  San 
FYancisco,  California. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
discuss  the  Depository  Library  Pro¬ 
gram. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  attend  shall  notify  Mr.  J.  D. 
Livesy,  Head.  Library  and  Statutory 
Distribution  Service.  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington.  D.C.. 
20401  (Telephone;  Area  Code  703-557-* 
2050). 

General  participation  by  members  of 
the  public,  or  questioning  of  Council 
members  or  other  participants,  shall 
be  permitted  with  approval  of  the 
Chairman. 

Dated:  February  14, 1979. 

John  J.  Boyxe, 

'  Public  Printer. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5981  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[4110-35-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
MEDICARE  PROGRAM 

Proposed  Schedule  of  Limits  on  Hospital  lnpa> 
tient  General  Routine  Operating  Costs  for 
Cost  Reporting  Periods  Beginning  on  or 
After  July  1,  1979 

AGENCY;  Health  Care  Financing  Ad¬ 
ministration  (HCFA),  HEW. 

AfTTION:  Proposed  Notice  of  Schedule 
of  Limits  on  Hospital  Inpatient  Gener¬ 
al  Routine  Operating  Costs. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  a 
proposed  schedule  of  limits  on  hospi¬ 
tal  inpatient  general  routine  operating 
costs  that  may  be  reimbursed  under 
Medicare  for  cost  reporting  periods  be¬ 
ginning  on  or  after  July  1, 1979. 

This  is  an  annual  update  of  the 
schedule  and  would  replace  the  sched¬ 
ule  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  September  26,  1978  (43  FR  43558). 
It  covers  hospital  inpatient  general 
routine  operating  costs,  and  would 


apply  to  the  entire  cost  reporting 
period  of  a  hospital  whose  cost  report¬ 
ing  period  begins  on  or  after  July  1, 
1979.  It  would  not  apply  to  the  cost  of 
special  care  units  or  ancillary  services, 
to  capital  related  costs,  or  to  costs  of 
medical  education  programs. 

DATE;  Consideration  will  be  given  to 
written  comments  or  suggestions  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  April  30. 1979, 

ADDRESS:  Address  comments:  Ad¬ 
ministrator.  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  P.O. 
Box  2372,  Washington,  D.C.  20013. 

When  commenting,  please  refer  to 
file  code  MAB-lll-N.  Comments  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection,  be¬ 
ginning  approximately  2  weeks  after 
publication,  in  room  5231  of  the  De¬ 
partment’s  offices  at  330  C  Street. 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Monday 
through  Friday  of  each  w'eek  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  (telephone  202- 
245-0950). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION. 
CONTACT: 

Carl  Slutter,  Health  Care  Financing 

Administration.  Room  403  East 

Highrise  Building.  6401  Security 

Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Maryland 

21235,  301-594-9440. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 

Background 

Section  1861(v)(l)  of  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1395x(v)(l))  as 
amended  by  section  223  (Limitation  on 
Coverage  of  Costs)  of  Pub.  L.  92-603, 
the  Social  Security  Amendments  of 
1972,  authorizes  the  Secretary  to  set 
prospective  limits  on  the  costs  that  are 
reimbursed  under  Medicare.  Such 
limits  may  be  applied  to  the  direct  or 
indirect  overall  costs  or  to  costs  in¬ 
curred  for  specific  items  or  services 
furnished  by  a  Medicare  provider,  and 
may  be  based  on  estimates  of  the  cost 
necessary  in  the  efficient  delivery  of 
needed  health  services. 

Regulations  implementing  this  au¬ 
thority  are  set  forth  at  42  CFR 
405.460.  Under  this  authority,  limits 
on  hospital  inpatient  general  routine 
service  costs  have  been  published  an¬ 
nually  since  1974.  The  schedule  of 
limits  set  forth  below'  includes  several 
changes-  in  the  methodology  used  in 
establishing  previous  schedules  of 
limits. 

Summary  of  P*roposed  Changes 

The  proposed  new  schedule  would  be 
provide  for: 

1.  Limits  on  hospital  inpatient  gener¬ 
al  routine  operating  costs.  Unlike  the 
current  schedule,  the  proposed  sched¬ 
ule  w'ould  not  include  capital  related 
costs  or  the  cost  of  approved  medical 
education  programs. 
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2.  A  classification  system  based  on 
whether  a  hospital  is  located  within  a 
Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical 
Area  (SMSA)  and  on  the  basis  of  the 
hospital's  bed  size.  In  New  England, 
New  England  County  Metropolitan 
Areas  (NECMA)  are  used  to  determine 
urban  location.  Area  per  capita 
Income,  which  is  presently  used  to  ac¬ 
count  for  general  economic  environ¬ 
ment,  would  no  longer  be  part  of  the 
classification  system. 

3.  A  wage  index,  developed  from 
service  industry  wages,  to  adjust  the 
wage  portion  of  the  limits  to  reflect 
differing  wage  levels  among  the  areas 
in  which  hospitals  are  located. 

4.  A  market  basket  index  developed 
from  the  price  of  goods  and  services 
purchased  by  hospitals,  to  account  for 
the  impact  of  changing  wage  and  price 
levels  on  hospital  costs.  This  index 
would  be  used  to  adjust  hospital  cost 
data  from  the  cost  reporting  periods 
represented  in  the  data  collection  to 
the  cost  reporting  periods  to  which 
the  limits  will  apply. 

5.  Setting  the  limits  at  the  80th  per¬ 
centile  of  the  comparison  group.  Previ¬ 
ously,  limits  on  inpatient  general  rou¬ 
tine  costs  were  set  at  the  80th  percen¬ 
tile,  plus  10  percent  of  the  group 
median.  The  10  percent  tolerance  is  no 
longer  nece.ssary  because  of  the  im¬ 
provements  in  the  classification 
system. 

Discussion  of  Proposed  Changes 

1.  Change  from  routine  service  costs 
to  routine  operating  costs.  The  current 
cost  limits  are  based  on.  and  applied 
to.  inpatient  general  routine  service 
costs  (as  defined  in  42  CFR 
405.452(d)(2),  plus  an  inpatient  rou¬ 
tine  nursing  salary  cost  differential  re¬ 
flecting  the  fact  that  Medicare  pa¬ 
tients  typiclly  require  more  extensive 
nursing  services  than  other  patients). 
Our  proposed  schedule  would  apply 
only  to  inpatient  general  routine  oper¬ 
ating  casts.  These  operating  costs  are 
equal  to  the  service  costs  (as  defined 
above)  minus  captial-related  costs  and 
costs  of  medical  education.  Capital-re¬ 
lated  costs  include  interest,  depreci¬ 
ation,  insurance,  rent  and  fixed  asset 
related  costs  which  are  normally  re¬ 
corded  in  the  depreciation  accounts 
for  Medicare  reimbursement  purposes. 
Costs  of  medical  education  are  the 
costs  normally  recorded  in  the  Intern 
and  Resident  and  Nursing  School  ac¬ 
counts  for  Medicare  reimbursement 
purposes. 

This  change  is  designed  to  achieve 
more  homogenous  cost  groupings  and 
a  more  refined  schedule  of  limits.  A 
large  part  of  the  difference  in  routine 
service  costs  among  otherwise  similar 
hospitals  is  attributable  to  capital  re¬ 
lated  costs  (which  vary,  among  other 
reasons,  because  of  the  age  of  the 
physical  plant)  and  to  the  existence 


and  scope  of  medical  education  pro¬ 
grams.  However,  our  method  of  classi¬ 
fication  does  not  include  consideration 
of  these  two  factors.  Therefore,  hospi¬ 
tals  that  have  been  classified  in  the 
same  grouping  have  disparate  costs  be¬ 
cause  of  these  two  factors.  We  believe 
that  removing  these  factors  from  the 
calculation  of  the  cost  limits  is  a 
better  solution  to  this  problem  than 
making  the  classification  scheme  more 
complex. 

2.  Deletion  of  area  per  capita  income 
from  classification  system.  The  cur¬ 
rent  classification  system  is  based  on 
three  factors— urban/non-urban  loca¬ 
tion,  bed  size,  and  area  per  capita 
income.  Analysis  of  the  costs  of  oper¬ 
ating  hospitals  shows  that,  for  a  given 
size  of  facility,  it  is  more  expensive  to 
operate  a  hospital  in  an  urban  area 
than  in  a  rural  area.  Therefore,  this 
distinction  has  been  retained  as  an  ele¬ 
ment  of  the  classsification  system.  Bed 
size  has  also  been  shown  to  correlate 
closely  with  services  furnished  by  a  fa¬ 
cility.  For  this  reason,  the  classifica¬ 
tion  system  will  continue  to  use  bed 
size  as  one  criteria  for  grouping  hospi¬ 
tals. 

However,  the  use  of  per  capita 
income,  as  an  attempt  to  account  for 
area  differences  in  general  economic 
environment,  has  been  criticized  as 
not  being  a  valid  indicator.  As  we  dis¬ 
cussed  in  the  in  the  Schedule  of  Limits 
published  on  September  26.  1978,  we 
have  also  been  concerned  about  this 
and  have  explored  various  alterna¬ 
tives.  However,  until  recently,  we  were 
not  confident  that  uniform,  reliable 
data  was  available  for  an  alternative. 
We  now  believe  that  reliable  data  is 
available  to  support  a  wage  adjust¬ 
ment  in  the  calculation  of  cost  limits 
(discussed  in  item  3,  below)  and  that 
this  treats  otherwise  similar  hospitals 
more  equitably  than  classifying  them 
by  area  per  captia  income.  Classifica¬ 
tions  by  urban/rural  location  and  bed 
size  are  set  forth  in  Tables  I  and  II 
below. 

3.  Use  of  a  wage  index  in  calculating 
cost  limits.  A  third  major  factor  in  ac¬ 
counting  for  cost  differences  among 
otherwise  similar  hospitals  is  the  vari¬ 
ation  in  area  wage  levels.  As  noted 
above,  we  presently  use  area  per  capita 
income  in  classifying  hospitals,  in  part 
as  an  adjustment  for  variations  in 
wage  levels.  However,  we  now  believe 
that  our  objective  can  be  more  directly 
and  effectively  achieved  by  using  an 
area  wage  index  in  calculating  the  cost 
limits. 

We  propose  to  use  an  index  devel¬ 
oped  from  data  supplied  by  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  statistics  to  adjust, 
area  by  area,  the  portion  of  the  cost 
limit  attributable  to  wages.  The  data 
used  would  be  that  for  the  “service  in¬ 
dustry”,  a  standard  BLS  reporting  cat¬ 
egory  that  includes  hospitals.  In  our 


view,  because  of  the  comparability  be¬ 
tween  hospitals  and  the  other  types  of 
employment  covered  under  the  service 
industry,  it  is  reasonable  to  expect 
hospital  costs  to  increase  at  approxi¬ 
mately  the  same  rate  of  increase  for 
the  service  industry  as  a  whole. 

The  wage  index  is  based  on  data  for 
the  year  1977  and  is  the  latest  availa¬ 
ble  data.  Data  for  1978  will  not  be 
available  until  late  in  1979. 

The  index  we  propose  to  use  was  de¬ 
veloped  by  computing  the  national 
SMSA  (or  NECMA)  average  wage  for 
the  service  industry  and  dividing  this 
average  into  the  average  service  indus¬ 
try  wage  for  each  SMSA  (or  NECMA). 
The  result  is  expressed  as  an  index 
number,  which  is  used  to  adjust  the 
wage  portion  of  the  group  limit.  For 
non-SMSA  areas,  the  index  was  devel¬ 
oped  by  computing  the  national  non- 
SMSA  average  wage  for  the  service  in¬ 
dustry  and  dividing  this  average  into 
the  average  service  industry  wage  for 
all  non-SMSA  coimties  in  a  State.  The 
index  then  applies  to  all  non-SMSA 
counties  in  the  State. 

The  wage  portion  of  the  group  limit 
is  determined  by  adding  total  costs  for 
all  hospitals  in  a  group  and  dividing 
this  total  into  the  sum  of  all  wages 
paid  by  hospitals  in  the  group.  The  re¬ 
sulting  percentage  is  multiplied  by  the 
group  limit  to  determine  the  wage  cost 
portion  of  the  limit. 

An  example  of  how  the  wage  index 
is  used  in  adjusting  the  cost  limits  is 
set  forth  below  and  the  wage  indexes 
for  urban  and  rural  areas  are  set  forth 
in  Tables  IIIA  and  IIIB. 

4.  Use  of  a  market  basket  index.  The 
present  method  for  calculating  cost 
limits  uses  an  actuarial  estimate  of  ex¬ 
pected  total  increases  in  hospital  rou¬ 
tine  costs  to  adjust  for  the  effects  of 
changing  wage  and  price  levels  on 
these  costs.  This  actuarial  estimate  is 
based,  in  part,  on  past  experience  with 
changes  in  hospital  cost  levels.  We  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  historical  rate  of  in¬ 
creases  in  routine  exists  incorporated 
inefficient  increases  in  the  use  of  re¬ 
sources  and  therefore,  has  been  exces¬ 
sive.  Thus,  we  think  this  aggregate 
measure  of  increased  costs  should  not 
be  the  basis  for  developing  future  cost 
limits.  Instead,  we  propose  to  allow 
hospital  routine  operating  costs  to  in¬ 
crease  by  an  amount  no  greater  than 
the  average  increase  in  the  prices  of 
the  specific  goods  and  services  used  by 
the  hospital  in  furnishing  routine 
care.  This  approach  focuses  any  in¬ 
crease  in  the  cost  limits  on  the  effi¬ 
cient  utilization  of  resources.  In  order 
to  do  this,  we  have  constructed  what 
we  call  a  “market  basket”  of  goods  and 
services  typically  used  by  a  hospital 
and  a  “market  basket  index”  for  ad¬ 
justing  cost  limits  in  accordance  with 
increases  in  the  costs  of  these  goods 
and  services.  The  market  basket  is 
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comprised  of  the  most  commonly  used 
categories  of  hospital  routine  operat¬ 
ing  expenses.  The  categories  we  are 
using  are  based  on  those  currently 
used  by  the  American  Hospital  Associ¬ 
ation  in  its  analysis  of  costs,  by  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce  in  pub¬ 
lishing  price  indexes  by  industry,  and 
by  HCFA  in  its  cost  reports.  A  table 
listing  the  categories  is  set  forth 
below. 

The  categories  of  expenses  are  then 
weighted  according  to  the  estimated 
proportion  of  hospital  routine  operat¬ 
ing  costs  attributable  to  each  category. 
These  weights  are  based  on  surveys  by 
the  AHA.  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce's  input-output  studies,  and  from 
our  analysis  of  Medicare  cost  reports. 
Column  2  of  the  table  set  forth  below 
specifies  the  weights  for  each  catego¬ 
ry. 

The  next  step  in  developing  the 
market  basket  index  is  to  obtain  his¬ 
torical  and  projected  rates  of  increase 
in  the  resource  prices  for  each  catego¬ 
ry.  The  table,  in  columns  3  and  4.  iden¬ 
tifies  the  price  variables  used  in  this 
process  and  the  source  of  the  forecast 
for  the  period  August  1978  through 
December  1979.  As  more  current  data 
becomes  available,  we  will  update  the 
forecasts.  We  are  also  reviewing 
whether  and  how  to  make  retrospec¬ 
tive  adjustments  in  the  cost  limits  if 
our  forecasts  turn  out  to  be  erroneous. 
Comments  on  that  point  are  welcome. 
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[4110-35-C] 


DERIVATION  OF  "MARKET  BASKET”  INDEX  FOR  ROUTINE  INPATIENT  HOSPITAL  CARE 


ROUTINE 

CATEGORY  COST  WEIGHT  WAGE-PRICE  PROXY 

OF  COSTS  (PERCENT)  ^  VARIABLE  USED 


1.  Wagos  and  salaries  62.8 


2.  Fringt?  b^nef its-soclal  security  4.7 


Average  payrol 1  expense  per  full  time  equiv¬ 
alent  conanunlty  hospital  worker  through  1978; 
Index  of  hourly  earnings  of  service  workers. 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  1979  — 

Employer  contributions  for  social  insurance 
per  worker  In  non-agricultural  establishments 


PRICE-WAGE  FORECASTER 
FOR  1978  AND  1979 

HCFA  currently,  DRI-^ 
beginning  mid-March 
1979 


DRI 


3.  Fringe  belief its-penslons  2.3 


4.  Fringe  benef its-heal th  Insurance  1.2 


Same  as  cost  category  itl  above  (wages  and 
salaries) 


HCFA  currently,-  DRI 
beginning  mid-March 
1979 


Weighted  average  of  American  Hospital  Assocla-  HCFA 
tion's  cost  per  adjusted  patient  day  (weight 
is  .67)  and  pel  capita  expenditures  for 
physicians  services  (weight  is  .33) 


5.  Fringe  benellts-all  other 


1.0  All  Items  consumer  price  Index,  all  urban  DRI 


6.  Proicssioiial  fees  0.6  Index  of  hourly  earnings  of  production  and  DRI 

nun-supervisory  workers.  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics 


7.  Premiums  for  malpractice  Insurance  2.2 

8.  Food  4.8 

9.  Fuel  and  Other  energy  2.6 

10.  Rubber  and  miscellaneous  plastics  1.8 


Historical  time-series  data  on  malpractice  HCFA 

premiums,  American  Hospital  Association 

Food  and  beverages  component  of  consumer  DRI 

price  index,  all  urban 

Fuels  and  relattd  products  and  power  component  DRI 
of  wholesale  price  index 

Rubber  and  plastic  products  component  of  whole-  DRI 
sale  price  Index 


11.  Business  travel 

1.6 

Consumption  of  transportation  services  component 
of  implicit  price  deflator 

DRI 

12.  Apparel  and  textiles 

1.6 

) 

Textile  products  and  apparel  component  of  whole¬ 
sale  price  index 

OKI 

13.  Business  services 

4.4 

All  services  compoiuuu  ol  consumer  price  index, 
all  urban 

DRI 

14.  All  other,  miscellaneous, 
expenses 

8.4 

Cummud i t i es  less  food  and  beverages  component 
of  consumer  price  index,  all  urban 

DRI 

TOTAL: 

100.0 

-^The  weights  were  derived  from  special  studies  by  the  Healtli  Care  Financing  Administration  using  primarily  1977  data 
from  t he* AoH-rican  Hospital  Association  and  data  from  HCFA  Medicate  cost  reports. 

2  / 

-'For  the  period  through  1977  average  payroll  expense  per  full  lime  equivalent  community  hospital  worker  was  taken  from 
tlie  American  Hospital  Association's  annual  survey  as  reported  In  Hospital  Statistics  (1978  edition).  For  1978  the 
percent  change  in  payroll  expense  per  full  time  equivalent  hospital  worker  was  projected  by  HCFA  using  data  reported 
ill  llospi tala  magazine  in  the  mid-month  issues.  For  1979  the  percent  change  in  the  index  of  hourly  earnings  for  service 
workers  was  projected  by  HCFA.  Beginning  in  Spring  1979,  Data  Risources,  Inc.,  29  Hartwell  Avenue,  Lexington,  Mass., 
will  be  forecasting  the  percent  change  in  the  index  of  hourly  earnings  for  service  workers. 

3/ 

-'Data  Resources,  Inc.,  29  Hartwell  Avenue,  Lexington,  Massachusetts. 
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5.  Setting  the  cost  limits  at  the  80th ' 
percentile.  The  current  system  sets 
limits  on  inpatient  general  routine 
service  costs  at  the  80th  percentile  of 
the  costs  of  the  compi^on  group, 
plus  10  percent  of  the  group  median. 
These  limits  were  set  at  t^  liberal 
level  in  recognition  of  the  fact  that 
the  classification  system  did  not  fully 
take  account  of  variations  in  hospital 
costs,  due  principally  to  the  age  of  the 
facility,  differences  in  teaching  effort 
and  area  wage  differentials.  The 
change  from  the  concept  of  limits  on 
inpatient  general  routine  service  costs 
to  limits  on  “routine  operating  costs” 
results  in  more  homogeneous  costs 
being  subject  to  the  limits.  These 
more  homogeneous  costs,  together 
with  the  direct  adjustment  of  the 
wage  portion  of  the  group  limit,  justi¬ 
fy  a  change  in  the  level  at  which  the 
limits  will  be  set.  We  are  therefore 
proposing  that  the  limits  be  set  at  the 
80th  percentile  of  the  costs  of  the 
group. 

Oiu  preliminary  analysis  of  the 
impact  of  this  proposed  schedule  of 
limits  indicates  that  it  may  have  a  dis¬ 
parate  effect  on  different  regions  of 
the  country.  We  welcome  suggestions 
on  this  point. 

Methodology  for  Determining  Per 
Diem  Routine  Operating  Cost  Limit 

1.  Data.  The  proposed  limits  have 
been  determined  by  using  actual  hos¬ 
pital  inpatient  general  routine  operat¬ 
ing  costs  data  obtained  from  the  latest 
Medicare  cost  reports  available  as  of 
August  1,  1978.  The  cost  data  were 
then  adjusted  by  means  of  the  market 
basket  index  discussed  above.  These 
cost  report  data  were  projected  from 
the  midpoint  of  the  cost  report  period 
used  in  the  data  collection  to  the  mid¬ 
point  of  the  first  cost  reporting  period 
to  which  the  limits  will  apply. 

The  percentage  increases  in  the 
market  basket  over  the  previous  year 
which  were  used  for  this  projection 
are: 

,  Percent 

1975  . 12.3669 

1976  . 9.0877 

1977  . 8.0085 

1978  _ 8.3171 

1979  . 8.0381 

2.  Group  Basic  Limit  A  basic  limit 
was  calculated  for  each  group  estab¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  the  hospitals 
urban/non-urban  location  and  bed 
size.  This  limit,  which  is  the  80th  per¬ 
centile  of  costs  in  the  comparison 
group,  was  obtained  by  arraying  the 
routine  operating  costs  of  all  hospitals 
in  the  group  in  descending  order  and 
determining  the  80th  percentile  of 
these  costs. 


3.  Adjusted  Limit  The  basic  limit 
has  been  divided  into  its  wage  and 
nonwage  components  on  the  basis  of 
the  ratio  of  total  wages  to  total  cost 
for  all  hospitals  in  the  group.  The 
wage  component  of  the  basic  limit  was 
adjusted,  using  a  wage  index  devel¬ 
oped  from  wage  levels  for  service  in¬ 
dustry  workers  in  the  areas  in  which 
the  hospitals  are  located.  The  adjusted 
limit  which  will  apply  to  any  hospital 
will  be  the  sum  of  the  nonwage  compo¬ 
nent  of  the  basic  limit,  plus  the  adjust¬ 
ed  wage  component. 

Example— Calculation  of  Adjusted  Limit 

Limit,  from  Schedule— $100. 

Labor  Portion— $60  (published  in  Tables  I 
and  II). 

SMSA  Wage  Index-120. 

Computation  of  Adjusted  Limit 

$100-$603:$40  Non-labor  Portion  of  Limit 
$60x1.20  (wage  index)s$72= Adjusted 
Labor  Portion 

$72+$40=$112  Adjusted  limit  for  the  SMSA 
Bed  Size  Group 

The  wage  indices  for  each  SMSA/ 
NECMA  and  for  the  non-SMSA  areas 
of  each  State  are  published  in  Table 
III. 

4.  Adjustment  for  Cost  Reporting 
Year.  If  a  hospital  has  a  cost  reporting 
period  beginning  on  or  after  August  1, 
1979,  the  published  limit  will  be  re¬ 
vised  upward  by  a  factor  of  .6916  per¬ 
cent  for  each  elapsed  month  between 
July  1.  1979,  and  the  month  in  which 
the  hospital’s  cost  reporting  period 
starts.  This  factor  is  developed  by  di¬ 
viding  the  projected  increase  in  the 
market  basket  index  by  12  and  is  used 
to  account  for  inflation  in  costs  which 
will  occur  after  the  date  on  which  the 
limits  become  effective. 

Example 

Hospital  A's  cost  reporting  period  begins 
January  1, 1980. 

The  base  group  limit  for  hospital  A's 
group  is  $90. 

Computation  of  Revised  Group  Limit 
Group  Limit— $90. 

Plus  Adjustment  for  6-month  period. 
6X.6916%=4.1497%. 

104. 1497%  X  $90 = 93.73. 

Revised  basic  group  limit  applicable  to 
hospital  A  for  cost  reporting  period  begin¬ 
ning  January  1, 1980,  $93.73. 

This  basic  group  limit  will  be  divided 
into  its  labor  and  non-labor  portions, 
using  the  percentage  published  in 
Tables  I  and  II,  and  the  labor  portion 
will  be  adjusted  by  use  of  the  wage 
index.  The  sum  of  the  adjusted  labor 
portion  and  the  unadjusted  non-labor 
portion  will  be  the  hospital’s  adjusted 
per  diem  routine  operating  cost  limit. 

If  a  hospital  uses  a  cost  report 
period  which  is  not  12  months  in  dura¬ 
tion,  a  special  calculation  of  the  ad¬ 
justment  factor  must  be  made.  This 


results  from  the  fact  that  projections 
are  computed  to  the  midpoint  of  a  cost 
reporting  period  and  the  factor  of 
.6916  is  based  on  an  assumed  12  month 
reporting  period.  For  cost  reporting 
periods  other  than  12  months,  the  cal¬ 
culation  must  be  done  specifically  for 
the  midpoint  of  the  cost  reporting 
period.  The  hospital’s  intermediary 
will  obtain  this  adjustment  factor 
from  HCFA. 

Schedule  of  Limits 

Under  the  authority  of  section 
1861(v)  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  the 
following  proposed  group  per  diem 
limits  would  apply  to  hospital  inpa¬ 
tient  general  routine  operating  cost 
(including  the  inpatient  routine  nurs¬ 
ing  salary  differential)  for  cost  report¬ 
ing  periods  beginning  on  and  after 
July  1,  1979.  The  adjusted  limits 
(using  the  wage  index  published  in 
Table  III)  would  be  computed  by  the 
fiscal  intermediaries  and  each  hospital 
would  be  notified  of  its  applicable 
limit. 


Table  L— Group  Limits  for  Hospitals 
Located  in  SMSA  tNECMA) 


Bed  size 

Oroup 

limit 

Labor 

portion 

Percent 

labor 

portion 

Less  than  100 . 

.  $123.19 

$59.75 

.485 

100-404 . 

.  122.94 

62.21 

.506 

405-684  . 

.  122.98 

66.66 

J>48 

685  and  above. . 

. —  161.30 

90.33 

.560 

Table  II.— Group  Limits  for  Hospitals 
Located  in  nonSMSA  inonNECMA)  Areas 

Oroup  Labor  Percent 
Bed  size  limit  portion  labor 

portion 

Less  than  100 . $96.61  $45.99  .476 

100-169  .  96.83  47.64  .492 

Over  169 .  95.47  48.79  .511 


Table  III  A.— Wope  Index  for  Urban  Areas 


SMSA  Index 

AbUene.  TX . .7559 

Akron.  OH.„ _ _  .9742 

Albany.  OA _ _ .8224 

Albany-Schenectady-Troy.  NT  . . 9550 

Albuquerque.  NM . 1.0481 

Alexandria.  LA . .7489 

Allentown-Behtlehem-Easton.  PA-N J ...........  .8418 

Altoona.  PA . 8503 

Amarillo.  TX .  .7898 

Aiuiheim-Santa  Ana-Oarden  Orove,  CA. _  1.0101 

Anchorage,  AK . . . . . .  1.7764 

Anderson.  IN . . ........ _ .7855 

Ann  Arbor.  MI . 1.0857 

Anniston.  AL...._ . 7798 

Appleton-Oshkosh,  W1 ... _ ..............................  .9213 

AshevIUe,  NC . . ........ _  .9093 

Atlanta.  GA . . . .9759 

Atlantic  City,  NJ _ _ 8049 

Augusta,  OA-SC . . . .  .8839 

Austin.  TX . . . . 8504 

Bakersfield.  CA . . ,9121 

Baltimore.  MD . . 9665 
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Baton  Rouge,  LA . 9750 

Battle  Creek.  MI .  1.0044 

Bay  City.  MI _  1.0810 

Beaumont-Port  Arthur-Orange.  TX ... - ...  A257 

BUUngs.  MT _  .9025 

3lloxl-OuIfport.  MS - - .8468 

Binghamton,  NT-PA - .......... - - — ......  .8276 

Birmingham.  AL  .9251 

Bloomington.  IN . . . 1.0658 

Bloomington-Normal,  IL . — . . 8218 

Boise  City.  ID . — . 9156 

BosUm-Lowell-Bro^ton-Lawrence-Hav- 

erhill.  MA-NH _ 1.0141 

Bradenton,  FL . .8683 

Bridgeport -Standford-Norwalk-Danbury. 

CT . . 1.1298 

Brownsv’lUe-Harlingen-San  Benito,  TX -  .6988 

Bryan-College  Station.  TX  — - - 8758 

BuHalo.  NY . . . 8571 

Burlington .  NC.......... — . 7857 

Canton.  OH . . . .......... - - —  .8630 

Cedar  Rapids.  lA... . — . 8151 

Champaign-Urbana-Rantoul,  IL . 9067 

Charleston-North  Charleston.  SC  —  .8464 

Charleston,  WV -  .9283 

Charlotte-Oastonia,  NC . . - .  .9046 

Chattanooga.  TN-OA.. — . . 8149 

Chicago.  IL - - - 1.0979 

Cincinnati.  OH-KY-IN -  .9563 

Clarksville-HopUnsville.  TN  KY . . . 7542 

Cleveland.  OH . 1.0232 

Colorado.  Springs,  CO . . 8310 

Columbia.  MO _ ^ -  1.0803 

ColumbiA,  SC - - 8596 

Columbia,  OA-AL — - - - ...  .7714 

Columbus.  OH _ _ _ ........ - -  .9985 

Corpus  Christl.  TX _  .8026 

Dallas-Port  Worth.  TX . 9371 

Davenport-Rock  Island-Moline,  1A-IL..„ — .7533 

Dayton.  OH - -  .9837 

Daytona  Beach,  FL  . . 8240 

Decatur,  IL . . — . 8056 

Denver-Boulder.  CO. . — . 9715 

Des  Moines.  lA . . 8855 

Detroit.  MI . . . - .  1.1438 

Dubuoue.  lA . 8023 

Duluth-Superior,  MN-WI - * -  .8420 

Eau  Claire.  WI . 9476 

El  Paso.  TX . . . - . 7724 

Elmira.  NY . 7930 

Erie.  PA . .8518 

Eugene-Springlield.  OR . 9753 

EvansvUle,  IN-KY _ .8336 

Pargo-Moorhead.  ND-MN . 8720 

Fayetteville.  NC _ 8083 

Fayetteville-Sprlngdale,  AR . 7981 

Flint.  MI.. _ _ 1.0678 

Florence,  AL .  1.0039 

Fort  Collins.  CO - .8553 

Fort  Lauderdale-HoUywood.  FL. . . .  1.0810 

Port  Myers.  PL . 8779 

Port  Smith.  AR-OK . 8052 

Fort  WajTie,  IN....... . 8115 

Fresno,  CA _ _  A673 

Gadsden,  AL - 8053 

Gainesville,  FTi  . . 9670 

GalvestonTexas  City.  TX .  1.0808 

Gary-Hammond-East  Chicago,  IN ...............  .8932 

Grand  Porks.  ND-MN . 8665 

Grand  Rapids.  MI _ 8697 

Great  Falls,  MT . 9034 

Greeley,  CO . .8428 

Green  Bay.  Wl . . 8967 

Greensboro- Winston-Salem -High  Point,  NC  .8729 

Greenvillc-Spartanburg.  SC . 9082 

Hamilton-Middletown.  OH  - -  .9748 

Harrisburg.  PA . 9240 

Hartford-New  Britain-Bristol.  CT _ ........  .9285 

Honolulu.  HI . 9120 

Houston,  TX . - .  10404 

Huntington- Ashland.  WV-KY-OH  — — -..  .8520 

HuntevUle.  AL . 9635 

Indianapolis.  IN . .9052 

Jackson,  MI . 1.0383 

Jackson.  MS - - - . . . . 8793 

Jacksonville.  FL . . . 90.34 

Jersey  City,  NJ... . . - . .  .9516 
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Johnson  City-Kingsport-Bristol.  TN-VA . 8683 

Johnstown,  PA . - . - . 8846 

Kalamazoo-Portage,  MI - - -  .9726 

Kankakee,  IL - .7169 

Kansas  aty.  MO-KS _ 9220 

Kenosha.  WI . 8854 

KiUeen-Temple.  TX - .8520 

Knoxville.  TN - - - . . —  .7916 

Kokomo.  IN _ .8114 

La  Crosse,  WI _ _ — . . .9461 

Lafayette,  LA . — ........... - ..... — .  1.0175 

Lafayette-West  Lafayette.  IN - 1.0446 

Lakes  Charles.  LA - - — ...  .8265 

Lakeland-Winter  Haven.  FL - - - 8174 

Lancaster,  PA . 7927 

Lansing-East  Lansing.  MI ...... - 1.0212 

Laredo.  TX - - .6582 

Las  Vegas,  NV . . 1.0793 

Lawrence,  KS . 1.0441 

Lawton,  OK . . . —  .6948 

Lewiston-Aubum,  ME - .7622 

Lexington-Fayette,  KY  - - .9446 

Lima,  OH . . . .8311 

Lincoln,  NE . 7449 

LitUe  Rock-North  Little  Rock.  AR -  .9181 

Long  Branch-Asbury  Park.  NJ . 1.0838 

Longview.  TX . . . — - -  .7353 

Lorain-Elyria.  OH  .9117 

Los  Angeles-Long  Beach.  CA — . — ..  1.1442 

LousivUle,  KY-IN -  A242 

Lubbock.  TX — - .7523 

Lynchburg,  VA - - — . 7893 

Macon.  OA - .7806 

Madison.  WI _  1.0658 

Manchester-Nashua.  NH  .7704 

Mansfield.  OH . - . 8471 

McAllen-Pharr-Edinburg,  TX -  .7461 

Melboume-TitusviUe-Cocoa,  FL  1.0946 

Memphis.  TN-AR-MS . 9055 

Miami,  PL . - . . .  1.1009 

Midland.  TX . 8377 

MUwaukee.WI -  .9970 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  MN-WI . . 8441 

Mobhe,  AL . . . — . 7987 

Modesto.  CA - 8796 

Monroe,  LA . .8512 

Montgomery.  AL - - -  .8403 

Muncie,  IN - - .9429 

Muskegon-Nofth  Shores-Muskegon 

Heights.  MI . 9065 

Nashville-Davldson.  TN _  .8783 

Nassau-Suffolk.  NY .  1.0338 

New  Bedford-Pall  River.  MA . 7909 

New  Brunsaick-Perth  Amboy-Sayreville, 

NJ .  1.0730 

New  Haven-Waterbury-Meriden.  CT  .9417 

New  London-Norwich.  CT . 8878 

New  Orleans.  LA . 8900 

New  York.  NY-NJ . - . -  1.2086 

Newark.  NJ . 1.1663 

Newport  News-Hampton.  VA . - . 8537 

Norfolk-Virginla  Beach-Portsmouth,  VA- 

NC . 8542 

Northeast  Pennsylvania.  PA . 8698 

Odessa.  TX . 9752 

Oklahoma  City.  OK . . 8904 

Omaha.  NE-IA - .8888 

Orlando.  PL _  .8690 

Owensboro.  KY . 7394 

Oxnard-Simi  Valley- Ventura.  CA . . 9923 

Panama  City,  PL . — — - -  .7320 

Parkersburg-Marietta.  WV-OH.._..-....~— .~.  .7794 

Pascagoula-Moss  Point.  MS... — . . 7954 

Paterson-CIifton-Passalc.  NJ.. . .  1.0070 

Pensacola.  FL  - - .8461 

Peoria,  IL. _  .9152 

Petersburg-Colonial  Heights-Hopewell.  VA..  .7886 

Philadelphia.  PA-NJ - 1.0175 

Phoenix.  AZ _ _ 9320 

Pine  Bluff.  AR _ 8387 

Pittsburgh.  PA  - - .9970 

Pltsfield,  MA . .7645 

Portland.  ME . 8198 

Portland.  OR- WA _  .9903 

Poughkeepsie,  NY  — - - .9211 

Provldence-Warwick-Pawtucket,  RI . . 8324 

Provo-Orem.  ITT . .9816 
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Pueblo.  CO . 8720 

Racine.  WI _ 9439 

Raleigh-Durham,  NC ........... - .9989 

Reading.  PA - 9500 

Reno.  NV . 9566 

Richland-Kennewick.  WA - 1.3653 

Richmond.  VA . 8660 

Rtverside-San  Bemardino-Ontario.  CA - -  .8499 

Roanoke.  VA . 7368 

Rochester,  MN . —  1.0714 

Rochester.  NY . 9296 

Rockford.  IL . 8617 

Sacramento,  CA . 9664 

Saginaw.  MI . - .  1.0666 

SL  Cloud.  MN .  .7772 

St.  Joseph.  MO . 7785 

St  Louis,  MO-IL . 8734 

Salem.  OR . . — . 9315 

Salinas-Seaside-Monterey,  CA. . 8420 

Salt  Lake  aty-Ogden,  DT . 8727 

San  Angelo,  TX . . . .7260 

San  Antonio,  TX . . . - .  .9274 

San  Diego,  CA . - . 9598 

San  Francisco-Oakland,  CA .  1.1055 

San  Jose,  CA . —  1.1245 

Santa  Barbara-Santa  Maria-Lompoc,  CA —  1.0012 

Santa  Cruz,  CA, . . . 7777 

Santa  Rosa.  CA - ....... - ........ -  .9172 

Sarasota,  FL . — . . . 9377 

Savannah,  CA . . . 8912 

Seattle-Everett.  WA _ _ _ — .  1.0421 

Sherman-Denlson,  TX.......~... - .7631 

Shreveport,  LA . A317 

Sioux  City,  lA-NE . 7653 

Sioux  Falls,  SD . 7849 

South  Bend,  IN . -  .7881 

Spokane.  WA . .9020 

Springfield.  IL .  -8404 

Springfield,  MO . A363 

Springfield,  OH . . . .8460 

Springfield-Chlcopce-Holyoke.  MA . .8850 

Steubenville-Welrton,  OH-WV»~-.~ . 8369 

Stockton.  CA. . — . 9115 

Syracuse,  NY . - . 9333 

Tacoma.  WA . . - . 8922 

Tallahaasee,  FL . . . 9038 

Tampa-St.  Petersburg,  FL. . . . 9101 

Terre  Haute,  IN . 8011 

Texarkana,  TX-Texarkana.  AR . . . 7598 

Toledo.  OH-MI . 9936 

Topeka.  KS.„ - - 8904 

Trenton.  NJ .  I.08i0 

Tucson,  AZ . 8892 

Tulsa.  OK - -  .9445 

Tuscaloosa,  AL . .9002 

Tyler.  TX _ -  8757 

Dtica-Rome,  NY - -  .7914 

Vallejo-Fairfleld-Napa.  CA. . — . 9829 

Vineland-Mlllvllle-Brldgeton,  NJ . 8606 

Waco.  TX . . - . . . 8454 

Washington,  DC-MD-WA . . .  1.2233 

Waterloo-Cedar  Falls.  lA . 8668 

West  Palm  Beach-Boca  Raton.  FL.._. . .9669 

Wheeling.  WV-OH . .8078 

Wichita.  KS . - . 9092 

WichlU  Falls.  TX . . 7143 

WUliamsport.  PA . 8109 

WUmlngton.  DE-JN-MD . . 8864 

Wilmington,  NC . 8340 

Worcester-Fitchburg-Leominster,  MA . .  .8074 

Yakima.  WA . . . - . 8275 

York.  PA . 7633 

Youngstown-Warren.  OH . 9222 


Table  III  B.—Wage  Index  for  Rural  Areas 


SUte  Index 


Alabama. . . 1.1085 

Alaska _  2.0477 

Arizona  _ _ _ — . — . — . —  .9757 

Arkansas  A865 

California  . . 1.0310 

Colorado . — . — ~ — . 9443 
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Table  III  B.—  Wage  Index  for  Rural  Areas— 
Continued 


State  Index 


Connecticut .  1.0736 

Delaware.. .  1.0483 

Florida .  1.0226 

Georgia  . .  1.0082 

Haw-aii . 9781 

Idaho . 1.1509 

Illinois . 8257 

Indiana . 9112 

Iowa . 9583 

Kansas _  .9309 

Kentucky  _ _ 9683 

Lousiana _ _ 1.0592 

Maine . . . 9476 

Maryland . . . .9856 

Massachusetts . . . . . .9704 

Michigan...... _ ..... _ 1.1298 

Minnesota  .7740 

Mississippi . 9904 

Missouri . . . . — .8754 

Montana _  1.0581 

Nebrask  a . . . .8087 

Nevada _  1.2869 

New  Hampshire.....^. . . . . . 9531 

New  Jersey  . . . . . . .........................  1.0024 

New  Mexico _ _ _ ........... _ _ _ .....  1.0318 

New  York . . . 1.0244 

North  Carolina _ _ .9599 

North  Dakota  . . 9332 

Ohio . 1.0486 

Oklahoma . . . . - . 8933 

Oregon . . 1.1500 

Pennsylvania  ........... _ ... _ ..............  1.1025 

Rhode  Island  _ _ .................. _ ...........  .9183 

South  Carolina . 9116 

South  Dakota . 8907 

Tennessee . 9736 

Texas . 8416 

Utah . 8675 

Vermont . 9717 

Virginia . 1.0337 

Washington.. . 1.0900 

West  Virginia . 1.0825 

Wisconsin . . 1 . .  1.0362 

Wyoming . 1.0136 


(Secs.  1102,  1814(b).  1861(vKl).  1866(a),  and 
1871  of  the  Social  Security  Act;  42  U.S.C. 
1302,  1395f(b),  1395x(vKl),  1395cc(a)  and 
1395hh.) 

(Catalog  of  F(M)eral  Doine.stic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.773.  Medicare— Hospital  In¬ 
surance.) 

Dated;  February  26,  1979. 

Leonard  D.  Schaeffer, 
Administrator,  Health  Care 
Financing  Administration. 

Approved:  February  26.  1979. 

Hale  Champion, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6233  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  ami 


[4110-83~M] 


Public  Heotlh  Sarvic* 

GRADUATE  PROGRAMS  IN  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

'  Application  Announcement  for  Grants  for 
Traineeships 

The  Bureau  of  Health  Manpower, 
Health  Resources  Administration,  an¬ 
nounces  that  applications  for  fiscal 
year  1979  grants  for  traineeships  for 


NOTICES 

graduate  programs  in  health  adminis¬ 
tration  are  now  being  accepted  under 
the  authority  of  section  749  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  as  amended. 

Section  749  authorizes  grants  to 
public  or  nonprofit  private  educational 
entities  (excluding  schools  of  public 
health)  with  accredited  programs  in 
health  administration,  hospital  admin¬ 
istration,  or  health  policy  analysis  and 
planning. 

Of  the  amount  received  by  a  grant¬ 
ee,  at  least  80  percent  shall  go  to  stu¬ 
dents  with  previous  post-baccalaureate 
degrees  or  3  years’  work  experience  in 
health  services.  Traineeships  may  in¬ 
clude  the  payment  of  stipends,  tuition, 
and  fees. 

Approximately  $2  million  is  expect¬ 
ed  to  be  available  in  FY  1979  for 
grants. 

Requests  for  application  materials 
and  questions  regarding  grants  policy 
should  be  directed  to: 

Grants  Management  Officer,  Bureau  of 
Health  Manpower,  Health  Resources  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Center  Building,  room  4-22, 
3700  East-West  Highway.  Hyattsville, 
Maryland  20782,  Phone:  (301)  436-7360. 

To  be  considered  for  fiscal  year  1979 
funding,  applications  must  be  received 
by  the  Grants  Management  Officer, 
Bureau  of  Health  Manpower,  Health 
Resources  Administration,  at  the 
above  address  no  later  than  March  15, 
1979. 

Should  additional  programmatic  in¬ 
formation  be  required,  please  contact: 

Edu(».tion  Development  Branch,  Division  of 
Associated  Health  Professions.  Bureau  of 
Health  Manpower.  Health  Resources  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Center  Building,  room  5-27, 
3700  East-West  Highway,  Hyattsville, 
Maryland  20782,  Phone:  (301)  436-6800. 

Dated:  February  16,  1979. 

Henry  A.  Foley,  Ph.  D., 
Administrator, 
[FR  Doc.  79  5953  filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4110-83-M] 

STUDENTS  IN  SCHOOLS  OF  PUBLIC  HEALTH 

Application  Annauncemont  for  Grants  for 
Troinooshipt 

The  Bureau  of  Health  Manpower. 
Health  Resources  Administration,  an¬ 
nounces  that  applications  for  fiscal 
year  1979  grants  for  traineeships  for 
students  in  schools  of  public  health 
are  now  being  accepted  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  748  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  as  amended. 

Grants  will  be  awarded  to  accredited 
schools  of  public  health  for  trainee- 
ships  for  their  students.  Traineeships 
may  include  the  payment  of  stipends, 
tuition,  and  fees.  Of  the  amount  re¬ 
ceived  by  a  grantee  in  fiscal  year  1979, 
at  least  55  percent  shall  go  to  students 
with  previous  post-baccalaureate  de¬ 


grees  or  3  years’  work  experience  in 
health  services  and  who  are  pursuing  a 
course  of  study  in: 

(1)  Biostatistics  or  epidemiology; 

(2)  Health  administrtion,  health 
planning,  or  health  policy  analysis  and 
planning; 

(3)  Environmental  or  occupational 
health; 

(4)  Dietetics  or  nutrition;  or 

(5)  Preventive  medicine  or  dentistry. 
Approximately  $6.2  million  is  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  available  in  FY  1979  for 
grants. 

Requests  for  application  materials 
and  questions  regarding  grants  policy 
should  be  directed  to: 

Grants  Management  Officer,  Bureau  of 
Health  Manpower,  Health  Resources  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Center  Building,  room  4-27, 
3700  East-West  Highway,  Hyattsville,  Md. 
20782,  Phone:  (301)  436-7360. 

To  be  considered  for  fiscal  year  1979 
funding,  applications  must  be  received 
by  the  Grants  Management  Officer, 
Bureau  of  Health  Manpower,  Health 
Resources  Administration,  at  the 
above  address  no  later  than  March  15. 
1979. 

Should  additional  programmatic  in¬ 
formation  be  required,  please  contact: 

Education  Development  Branch,  Division  of 
Associated  Health  Professions,  Bureau  of 
Health  Manpower,  Health  Resources  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Center  Building,  room  5-27, 
3700  East-West  Highway,  Hyattsville, 
Maryland  20782,  Phone:  (301)  436-6800. 

Dated:  February  16, 1979. 

Henry  A.  Foley,  Ph.D., 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.  79-5954  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-02-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  af  Indian  Affairs 

TUSCOLA  UNITED  CHEROKEE  TRIBE 

Receipt  of  Petition  for  Federal  Acknowledg¬ 
ment  of  Existence  os  on  Indian  Tribe 

February  22,  1979. 
This  notice  is  published  in  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  authority  delegated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary— Indian  Affairs  by  230 
DM  2. 

Pursuant  to  25  CTR  54.8(a)  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the 

Tuscola  United  Cherokee  Tribe  of  Florida 

and  Alabama,  Inc. 

c/o  Mr.  H.  A.  Rhoden 

Post  Office  Box  S 

Geneva,  Florida  32732 

has  filed  a  petition  for  ackikowledg- 
ment  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
that  the  group  exists  as  an  Indian 
tribe.  The  petition  was  received  by  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  on  January 
19,  1979.  The  petition  was  forwarded 
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and  signed  by  Mr.  H.  A.  Rhoden.  Prin¬ 
cipal  Chief  of  the  petitioning  group. 

This  is  a  notice  of  receipt  of  petition 
and  does  not  constitute  notice  that  the 
petition  Is  under  active  consideration. 
Notice  of  active  consideration  will  be 
by  mail  to  the  petitioner  and  other  in¬ 
terested  parties  at  the  appropriate 
time. 

Under  §  54.8(d)  of  the  Federal  regu¬ 
lations.  interested  parties  may  submit 
factual  or  legal  argvunents  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  group’s  peti¬ 
tion.  Any  information  submitted  will 
be  made  available  on  the  same  basis  as 
other  information  in  the  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  fUes. 

The  petition  may  be  examined  by 
appointment  in  the  Division  of  Tribal 
Government  Services,  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs,  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  I8th  and  C  Streets.  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20245. 

Forrest  J.  Gerard. 

Assistant  Secretary— Indian  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5986  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 

Butmu  of  Land  Monagomont 

DESOLATtON-GRAY  CANYON  MANAGEMENT 
riAN 

CommonH  on  Final  Draft 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Interior. 

ACTION:  Conunents  on  Final  Draft  of 
the  Desolation-Gray  Canyon  Manage¬ 
ment  Plan. 

SUMMARY:  'The  final  draft  manage¬ 
ment  plan  for  Desolation-Gray 
Canyon  of  the  Green  River  will  be 
available  to  the  public  shortly  after 
March  1.  1979.  Conunents  may  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  writing  the  District  Manager, 
P.O.  Box  970,  Moab,  Utah  84532.  Utah 
residents  may  telephone  free  800-662- 
4000  from  March  19, 1979  to  March  30, 
1979  on  Monday,  Wednesday  and 
Friday  between  the  hours  of  10:00  a.m. 
and  4:00  p.m.  mountain  standard  time. 
Those  outside  the  state  of  Utah  who 
desire  to  make  comments  by  phone 
should  telephone  801-259-6111.  This 
not  a  free  number. 

DATES:  Comments  will  be  received  by 
mail  until  April  13. 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Scott  Packer.  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  801-259-6111. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  first  draft  of  the  Desolation-Gray 
Management  plan  was  made  available 
for  public  review  on  October  13,  1978 
(43  FR  47615,  October  16.  1978).  Com¬ 
ments  received  have  been  analyzed 


and  have  been  used  in  preparing  the 
final  draft.  An  EAR  has  been  prepared 
and  is  available  along  with  the  final 
draft  plan. 

J.  Darwin  Snell, 
Assistant  District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5952  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 

[Wyoming  66847] 

WYOMING 
Notica  af  Application 

February  16. 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  Amoco  Pipeline  Company  of 
Denver,  Colorado  filed  an  application 
for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a  com¬ 
munication  site  to  be  located  on  the 
following  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyominc 

T.  16  N..  R.  120  W.. 

sec.  24.  SWV«NWy4. 

The  proposed  communication  site  is 
to  be  used  for  the  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  their  pipeline  facilities  in 
the  surrounding  area. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  writh  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  and.  If  so.  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  Include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Highway  187  N..  P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock 
Springs,  Wyoming  82901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5955  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 

[Wyoming  65912] 

‘  WYOMING 
Notica  of  Application 

February  16, 1979. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  sec.  28  or  the  Mining  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Company  of 
Bismarck.  North  Dakota  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  right-of-way  to  con¬ 
struct  two  4-inch  pipelines  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  transporting  natural  gas  across 
’the  follow'lng  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  39  N..  R.  74  W.. 
sec.  1,  E*iSEy4. 


The  proposed  pipelines  will  be 
placed  one  on  top  of  the  other  wdtnin 
the  right-of-wray  and  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  the  Woods-Dilts  Well 
No.  12-1  located  in  the  NW^  of  sec¬ 
tion  12.  T.  39  N.,  R.  74  W..  and  the 
Woods-Wolf-State  Well  No.  13-1  locat¬ 
ed  in  the  NEV*  of  section  13.  T.  39  N.. 
R.  74  W.,  to  a  point  of  connection  with 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Company’s 
existing  main  pipeline  located  in  the 
NEVa  of  section  6.  T.  39  N.,  R.  73  W., 
all  within  Converse  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved.  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
951  Union  Boulevard.  Casper,  Wyo¬ 
ming  82601. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5956  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 


CAUFORNIA  DESERT  CONSERVATION  AREA 
ADVISORY  COMMIHEE 

Mooting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Laws  92-463  and  94-579 
that  the  California  Desert  Conserva¬ 
tion  Area  Advisory  Committee  to  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management.  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior,  will  meet 
March  29-31.  1979,  in  Riverside,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  ’The  meeting  ’Thursday  even¬ 
ing,  March  29  will  be  a  business  ses¬ 
sion  devoted  to  approval  of  the  min¬ 
utes  of  the  previous  meetings,  reports 
of  subcommittees  and  the  report  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
State  Director.  The  meeting  on 
Friday,  March  30.  will  include  sum¬ 
maries  by  the  lead  resource  specialists 
of  the  Desert  Planning  Staff,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  of  results  of  the 
two-year  inventories  of  desert  re¬ 
sources.  Reports  will  include  the  fol¬ 
lowing  categories:  Range  and  vegeta¬ 
tion;  recreation;  geology-energy-miner¬ 
als;  wildlife;  cultural  resources;  soil- 
water-air;  land  use;  wilderness;  and 
socio-economic  trend  analysis.  Public 
input  to  date  also  will  be  summarized. 

The  meetings  will  be  held  at  Rain- 
cross  Square,  3443  Orange  Street,  Riv¬ 
erside.  California  92501.  Meetings  will 
begin  at  7:30  p.m.,  Thursday,  March 
29;  and  8  a.m.  Friday,  March  30  and 
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Saturday,  March  31.  All  meetings  of 
the  Advirory  committee  are  open  to 
the  public  and  time  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  for  brief  oral  statement  from  the 
public  on  topics  under  discussion  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  staff  summaries 
and  questions  by  members  of  the  advi¬ 
sory  committee.  The  meeting  Satur¬ 
day,  March  31,  will  utilize  an  "open- 
house”  format  to  allow  dialogue 
among  the  staff  specialists,  committee 
members  and  the  public. 

Further  information,  including  the 
meeting  agenda,  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Chairman,  California  Desert  Con- 
sen'ation  Area  Advisory  Committee,  c/ 
o  Desert  Planning  Staff.  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  3610  Central 
Avenue,  Suite  402,  Riverisde,  Califor¬ 
nia  92506. 

Dated:  February  22,  1979. 

John  E.  Birch, 
Acting  State  Director. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5987  PUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 

[4310-84-M] 

(Group  669] 

CALIFORNIA 
Filing  of  PloH  of  Survey 

February  23, 1979. 

1.  Plats  of  survey  of  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  below,  accepted  December  4, 
1978,  will  be  officially  filed  in  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  State  Office,  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  effective  at  10:00  a.m.  on  April 
18,  1979: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 
T.  1  S..  R  5  W. 

The  plat,  in  two  sheets,  represents 
the  survey  of  Alcatraz  Island  and  the 
metes-and-bounds  survey  of  the 
boundaries  of  the  Golden  Gate  Na¬ 
tional  Recreation  Area. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  5  W..  and  T.  2  S..  R.  6  W. 

The  plats,  consisting  of  one  sheet 
and  nine  sheets,  respectively,  repre¬ 
sent  the  metes-and-bound  survey  of 
the  Golden  Gate  National  Recreation 
Area. 

2.  The  above  described  lands  are 
within  the  Golden  Gate  National  Rec¬ 
reation  Area,  and  are  therefore  not 
subject  to  disposition  under  the  public 
land  laws  generally  by  reason  of  the 
official  filing  of  the  plat  of  survey. 

3.  These  surveys  were  executed  at 
the  request  of  the  National  Park  Serv¬ 
ice. 

Herman  J.  Lyttge, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Records 

and  Data  Management 

(PR  Doc.  79-5988  PUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 

[Colorado  23734  v,  w] 
NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

R/W  AppMcoHon  for  Pipolino 

February  23,  1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as 
amended  (30  USC  185),  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation,  315  East  200 
South.  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  84111,  has 
applied  for  rights-of-way  for  4V&"  and 
6%”  o.d.  natural  gas  pipelines  for  the 
North  Douglas  Oeek  Gathering 
System  approximately  1.726  miles 
long,  across  the  following  Public 
Lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Rio  Blanco 
CouNTV,  Colorado 

T.  1  S..  R.  101  W., 

Section  18:  SEy4SE>/4; 

Section  19;  NV4NE‘/4. 

T.  2  S.,  R.  102  W., 

Section  3:  Lots  5,  6.  SM!NE>/4.  SWV4NWV4. 

NV^SWV4,  SEV4SWV4.  W>/^SEV4. 

The  above-named  gathering  system 
will  enable  the  applicant  to  collect 
natural  gas  in  areas  through  which 
the  pipeline  will  pass  and  to  convey  it 
to  the  applicants’  customers. 

The  purposes  for  this  notice  are:  (1) 
to  inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  is  proceeding 
with  the  preparation  of  environmental 
and  other  analytic  reports,  necessary 
for  determining  whether  or  not  the 
application  should  be  approved  and  if 
approved,  imder  what  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions.  (2)  to  give  all  interested  par¬ 
ties  the  opportunity  to  comment  on 
the  application.  (3)  to  allow  any  party 
asserting  a  claim  to  the  lands  involved 
or  having  bona  fide  objections  to  the 
proposed  natural  gas  gathering  system 
to  file  its  claim  or  objections  in  the 
Colorado  State  Office.  Any  party  so 
filing  must  include  evidence  that  a 
copy  thereof  has  been  served  on 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation. 

Any  comment,  claim  or  objections 
must  be  filed  with  the  Chief,  Branch 
of  Adjudication,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Colorado  State  Office.  Room 
700,  Colorado  State  Bank  Building. 
1600  Broadway,  Denver,  Colorado 
80202,  as  promptly  as  possible  after 
publication  of  this  notice. 

Andrew  W.  HEARO.Jr., 
Leader,  Craig  Team, 
Branch  of  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5989  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 

[4330-4836] 

MONTANA 

Montomi  WiM«ni««t  InvMitory 

February  21. 1979. 

The  Montana  State  Office  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  an¬ 
nounces  the  completion  of  the  initial 
wilderness  inventory  of  all  public 
lands  administered  by  the  Bureau  in 
Montana,  North  Dakota  and  South 
Dakota.  This  inventory  is  to  determine 
which  areas  may  possess  wilderness 
characteristics  and  should  be  subject¬ 
ed  to  an  intensive  wilderness  inventory 
and  also  considered  public  lands  which 
cleariy  and  obviously  do  not  possess 
wilderness  characteristics  and  which 
should  be  deleted  from  futher  wilder¬ 
ness  consideration. 

A  map  of  the  three  state  area  should 
be  released  to  the  public  by  March  30, 
1979.  The  map  release  will  be  followed 
by  a  90-day  public  comment  period. 

Dates:  Comments  on  the  initial  in¬ 
ventory  should  be  submitted  between 
March  30,  1979,  and  June  30,  1979.  A 
series  of  public  meetings  and  open 
houses  will  be  conducted  by  Montana 
BLM  district  offices  during  the  90-day 
public  comment  period.  Specific  infor¬ 
mation  and  dates  of  meetings  or  open 
houses  may  be  obtained  by  contacting 
the  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  30157, 
Billings,  Montana  59107,  or  any  Mon¬ 
tana  BLM  district  office,  after  March 
30.  1979. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to:  Mon¬ 
tana  State  Director  (912),  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  30157, 
Billings,  Montana  59107. 

For  further  information  contact, 
Gary  Leppart,  Wilderness  Coordina¬ 
tor,  at  the  above  Billings,  Montana  ad¬ 
dress  (Attention  931)  or  call  (406)  657- 
6474. 

Edwin  Zaidlicz, 
Montana  State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5990  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 

[4310-84-M] 

[Wyoming  66678] 

WYOMIN(S  , 

Application 

February  23,  1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Marathon  Pipe  Line  Compa¬ 
ny  of  Casper,  Wyoming  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  right-of-way  to  construct  a 
4  inch  pipeline  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  oil,  other  synthetic  liquid 
fuels  and  related  facilities  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 
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Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  47  N..  R.  91  W.. 

Sec.  7.  NWy4NEV«. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
oil.  other  synthetic  liquid  fuels  and  re¬ 
lated  facilities  from  a  point  in  the 
NW*/4NEy4  section  7,to  an  existing  line 
also  located  within  the  NWV^iNEVi  sec¬ 
tion.  7.  T.  47  N.,  R.  91  W.,  Washakie 
County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so.  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager.  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  119,  1700  Robertson  Avenue. 
Worland,  Wyoming  82401. 

William  S.  Gilmer. 

Acting  Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5992  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 

[Wyoming  67255] 

WYOMING 

Application 

February  22. 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Colorado  Interstate  Gas 
Company  of  Colorado  Springs.  Colora¬ 
do  filed  an  application  for  a  right-of 
way  to  construct  a  6*/*  inch  O.D.  pipe¬ 
line  and  related  facilities  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  transporting  natural  gas  across 
the  following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  18  N..  R.  98  W.. 

Sec.  10.  N'/2SEy4. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  the  Table  Rock  Unit 
No.  30  well  located  within  the 
SW'ANEVi  section  10  southeasterly 
into  and  existing  line  located  within 
the  NEV4SEy4  section  10,  T.  18  N.,  R. 
98  W.,  Sweetwater  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 


Highway  187  North.  P.O.  Box  1869, 
Rock  Springs.  Wyoming  82901. 

Harold  O.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.  79-5993  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 

[Wyoming  67256] 

WYOMING 

Application 

February  20, 1979. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C. 
185),  the  Colorado  Interstate  Gas 
Company  of  Colorado  Springs.  Colora¬ 
do  filed  an  application  for  a  right-of- 
way  to  construct  a  4V4  inch  pipeline 
and  related  facilities  for  the  purpose 
of  transporting  natural  gas  across  the 
following  described  public  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian.  Wyoming 

T.  17  N..  R.  93  W.. 

Sec.  6,  lots  6  and  7. 

The  proposed  pipeline  will  transport 
natural  gas  from  the  Federal  1-6  well 
located  in  the  SWVa  section  6.  souther¬ 
ly  to  their  existing  line  located  in  the 
SWy4SWy4  section  7,  T.  17  N.,  R.  93 
W.,  Carbon  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  Bureau  will 
be  proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 
proved.  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  ex¬ 
press  their  views  should  do  so  prompt¬ 
ly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
1300  Third  Street.  P.O.  Box  670,  Raw¬ 
lins.  Wyoming  82301. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5991  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55-M] 

Fish  and  Wildlif#  Sarvice 
THREATENED  SFEOES  PERMIT 
Racaipt  of  Application 

The  applicants  listed  below  wish  to 
apply  for  Captive-Self  Sustaining  Pop¬ 
ulation  permits  authorizing  the  pur¬ 
chase  and  sale  in  interstate  commerce 
for  the  purpose  of  propagation,  those 
species  of  mammals  or  pheasants  (as 
indicated)  listed  in  Section  17.11  as 
T(C/P).  Humane  shipment  and  care  in 
transit  is  assured. 


These  applications  and  supporting 
documents  are  available  to  the  public 
during  normal  business  hours  in  Room 
601,  1000  N.  Glebe  Road,  Arlington. 
Virginia,  or  by  writing  to  the  Director, 
USFWS,  WPG,  Washington.  D.C. 
20240.  Interested  persons  may  com¬ 
ment  on  these  applications  within  30 
days  of  the  date  of  this  publication  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or  ar¬ 
guments  to  the  Director  at  the  above 
address. 

Applicant:  Mary  J.  McAlpen,  Route  No.  6. 
Box  592,  Lakeview,  Oregon;  PRT  2-3830; 
Species:  all  pheasants. 

Applicant:  Milwaukee  County  Zoo.  10001 
W.  Bluemound  Rd..  Milwaukee.  Wisconsin; 
PRT  2-3816;  Species:  all  mammals. 

Applicant:  Zoological  Consortium.  Route 
No.  3,  Box  126,  Thurmont,  Maryland:  PRT 
2-3842;  Species:  all  mammals. 

Please  refer  to  the  individual  appli¬ 
cants  and  the  appropriately  assigned 
PRT  2-file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  February  23, 1979. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief,  Permit  Branch, 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  Office. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6005  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55-M] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Applicatian 

Applicant:  Paul  S.  Chaffee.  D.V.M., 
Roeding  Park  Zoo,  894  W.  Belmont 
Ave.,  Fresno,  California  93728. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
purchase  in  interstate  commerce  one 
(1)  male  mandrill  baboon  iPapio 
sphinx)  from  the  Washington  Park 
Zoo,  Portland,  Oregon,  for  enhance¬ 
ment  of  propagation. 

The  mandrill  is  presently  located  at 
the  Roeding  Park  Zoo  on  breeding 
loan  from  the  Washington  Park  Zoo.  , 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  iii  Room  601,  1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-3739.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 
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Dated;  February  23, 1979. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
tFR  Doc.  79-6005  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55-M] 

ENDANGERED  SPEQES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Lincoln  Park  Zoological 
Gardens,  2200  N.  Cannon  Dr.,  Chica¬ 
go.  Illinois  60614. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
purchase  in  interstate  conunerce  one 
(1)  captive-bom  male  mandrill  (Papio 
sphinx)  from  the  Buffalo  Zoological 
Gardens,  Buffalo.  New  York,  for  exhi¬ 
bition  and  enhancement  of  propaga¬ 
tion. 

The  mandrill  Is  presently  located  at 
the  Lincoln  Park  Zoo  on  breeding  loan 
from  the  Buffalo  Zoo. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601,  1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington.  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG),  Washington. 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-3767.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  February  23, 1979. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office.  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6006  PUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55-M] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Rocaipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Minnesota  Zoological 
Garden,  12101  Johnny  Cake  Ridge 
Rd.,  Apple  Valley,  Minnesota  55124. 

The  applicant  requests  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  their  Endangered  Species 
permit,  PRT  2-3147,  to  authorize  the 
interstate  purchase  of  one  additional 
clouded  leopard  (.Neofelis  nebulosa) 
from  the  Rare  Feline  Breeding  Center 
Compound.  Center  Hill.  Florida. 

The  clouded  leopard  is  presently  lo¬ 
cated  at  the  Minnesota  Zoological 
Garden  on  breeding  loan  from  the 
Rare  Feline  Breeding  Center  Com¬ 
pound. 


Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601,  1000  N. 
Glebe  Road.  Arlington.  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG)  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-3147.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  argruments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  February  22, 1979. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6007  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55-M] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Roceipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Mrs.  Leone  S.  Phillips, 
222  South  River  Club  House  Rd.,  Har¬ 
wood,  Maryland  20776. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
purchase  in  interstate  commerce  one 
male  and  one  female  scarlet-chested 
parakeet  (Neophema  splendida)  from 
Walnut  Acres  Aviary,  Los  Angeles, 
California,  for  exhibition  and  en¬ 
hancement  of  propagation. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport  has  been  indicated  by  the 
applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601,  1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-3411.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated;  February  23, 1979. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 

Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6008  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55-M] 

ENDANGERED  SPEOES  PERMIT 
Racaipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Western  Foundation  of 
Vertebrate  Zoology,  1100  Glendon 
Ave.,  Los  Angeles.  California  90024. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
import  three  empty  eggs  of  the  Mauri¬ 
tius  kestrel  (Falco  punctatus)  from 
the  country  of  Mauritius.  No  live  or 
dead  birds  will  be  imported. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601,  1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG),  Washington. 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-3825.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 

Dated:  February  23,  1979. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6009  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-55-M] 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Racaipt  of  Application 

Applicant;  Zoological  Society  of  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  3400  Vine  St.,  Cincinnati,  Ghio 
45220. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
export  (1)  male  snow  leopard  iPanth- 
era  unica)  to  the  Royal  Zoological  So¬ 
ciety  of  Ireland  for  enhancement  of 
propagation  and  exhibition. 

Humane  care  and  treatment  during 
transport  has  been  indicated  by  the 
applicant. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601,  1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPG),  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-3828.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this  applica¬ 
tion  by  submitting  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  to  the  Director  at  the 
above  address  within  30  days  of  the 
date  of  this  publication.  Please  refer 
to  the  file  number  when  submitting 
comments. 
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Dated:  February  23, 1979. 

Donald  O.  Donahoo, 
Chief,  Permit  Brunch,  Federal 
Wildlife  Permit  Office,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  79-6010  PUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-09-M] 

Offic*  of  tho  Socrotory 
[INT  FES  79-9] 

PECOS  RIVER  BASIN  WATCR  SALVAGE 
PROJECT,  NEW  MEXICO-TEXAS 

Availability  of  Final  Enviranmontol  Stotomont 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior 
has  prepared  a  final  environmental 
statement  for  the  authorized  Pecos 
River  Basin  Water  Salvage  Project, 
New  Mexico-Texas. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  phreatophyte  management 
program  in  the  flood  plain  of  the 
Pecos  River,  and  it  addresses  the  me¬ 
chanical  and  chemical  control  of  salt- 
cedar  regrowth  on  47,200  acres  of  pre¬ 
viously  cleared  lands  between  I^e 
Sumner,  New  Mexico,  and  Pecos, 
Texas.  The  program  would  reduce  the 
consumptive  use  of  water  in  the  basin 
by  saltcedar  and  other  phreatophytes. 
The  purposes  of  the  project  as  author¬ 
ized  are  to;  (1)  prevent  further  de¬ 
creases  in  the  supply  of  water  in  the 
Pecos  River  Basin;  (2)  enhance  the 
water  supply  for  municipal,  Industrial, 
irrigation,  and  recreational  uses;  (3) 
flood  protection;  and  (4)  conservation 
of  fish  and  wildlife. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Environmental  Affairs.  Room 
7622,  Bureau  of  Reclamation.  Department 
of  the  Interior,  Washington,  DC  20240, 
Telephone  (202)  343-4991. 

Division  of  Engineering  Support.  Technical 
Ser\’ices  and  Publication  Branch,  EdcR 
Center,  Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver. 
CO  80225,  Telephone  (303)  234-3006. 
Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Herring  Plaza.  Box  H-4377. 
AmarUlo,  TX  79101,  Telephone  (806)  376- 
2404. 

Pecos  River  Projects  Office,  Bureau  of  Rec¬ 
lamation.  P.O.  Box  1356,  Carlsbad.  NM 
88220,  Telephone  (505)  887-1188. 
Albuquerque  Planning  Office,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  P.O.  Box  252,  Albuquerque. 
NM  87103,  Telephone  (806)  474-2272. 
Albuquerque  Public  Library.  Albuquerque, 
New  Mexico. 

Artesia  Public  Library,  Artesia,  New  Mexico. 
Carlsbad  Public  Library,  Carlsbad.  New 
Mexico. 

Fort  Sumner  Public  Library,  Fort  Sumner, 
New  Mexico. 

New  Mexico  State  Library.  Santa  Fe,  New 
Mexico. 

Pecos  Public  Library.  Pecos,  Texas. 

Roswell  Public  Library,  Roswell,  New 
Mexico. 


Santa  Rosa  Public  Library.  Santa  Rosa. 
New  Mexico. 

Texas  Tech  University  Library.  Lubbock. 
Texas. 

University  Library.  New  Mexico  State  Uni¬ 
versity.  Las  CMices,  New  Mexico. 
University  Library.  University  of  Texas,  El 
Paso,  Texas. 

Zimmerman  Library.  University  of  New 
Mexico.  Albuquerque.  New  Mexico. 

Single  copies  of  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  may  be  obtained  on 
request  to  the  Conunlssioner  of  Recla¬ 
mation.  Regional  Director.  Project 
Manager,  or  Albuquerque  Planning 
Officer.  Please  refer  to  the  statement 
numljer  above. 

Dated;  February  26,  1979. 

Larry  E.  Meierotto, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 
[FR  Doc.  79-5967  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4710-14-M] 

INTERNATIONAL  JOINT 
COMMISSION 

LAKE  ERIE  ICE  BOOM 
Public  Hearing 

The  International  Joint  Commission 
will  hold  a  public  hearing  at  the  time 
and  place  noted  below  to  receive 
public  comment  about  the  operations 
of  the  Lake  Erie  Ice  Boom  located 
near  the  entrance  to  the  Niagara 
River. 

The  ice  boom,  constructed  in  1964 
with  IJC  approval,  is  placed  across  the 
entrance  to  the  river  at  the  beginning 
of  the  winter  and  removed  in  the 
spring.  Its  intention  is  to  lessen  the 
possibility  of  ice  blocking  the  water  in¬ 
takes  of  the  U.S.  and  Canadian  hydro¬ 
electric  plants  downstream  and  r^uce 
flood  damages  to  shore  property.  How¬ 
ever,  concerns  have  been  expressed 
that  the  ice  boom  may  have  adverse 
effects  on  navigational,  recreational 
and  environmental  interests,  and  re¬ 
quests  for  opportunities  for  discussion 
with  the  Commission  have  been  re¬ 
ceived  from  several  concerned  agencies 
and  others. 

The  International  Joint  Commission 
is  interested  in  receivhig  the  views  of 
governments,  agencies  and  individuals 
with  respect  to  any  adverse  effects  the 
operation  of  the  boom  may  have.  The 
Commission  is  particularly  interested 
in  hearing  any  evidence  and  receiving 
any  documents  which  substantiate  any 
such  effects.  The  Commission  will  con¬ 
sider,  after  the  hearing  and  based  on 
its  Board’s  report  and  the  evidence  ad¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing,  whether  to 
amend  or  rewrite  its  order  of  approval 
or  make  its  order  permanent,  thus  ter¬ 
minating  the  annual  hearings. 

While  not  mandatory,  written  state¬ 
ments  are  desirable  to  supplement  oral 


testimony  and  to  ensure  accuracy  of 
the  record.  When  a  written  statement 
is  presented.  30  copies  should  be  pro¬ 
vided.  if  this  is  possible,  for  distribu¬ 
tion  to  the  news  media  and  for  Com¬ 
mission  purposes. 

Time  and  place  of  Hearing:  March 
13,  1979  at  2:00  p.m.,  Statler  Hilton 
Hotel.  Buffalo.  New  York. 

David  A.  LaRoche. 
Secretary.  U.S.  Section. 

D.  A.  LaRoche,  Secretary,  International 
Joint  Commission.  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20440. 

D.  G.  Chance,  Secretary.  International 
Joint  Commission.  100  Metcalfe  Street, 
18th  Floor,  Ottawa,  Ontario  KIP  SMI. 

February  22, 1979. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6002  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4410-18-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Law  Enfarcamant  Assictanca  Administratian 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  LAW  ENFORCEMENT 
AND  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 

Cain|»etitiva  Ratoorch  Grant;  Salicilotian 

The  National  Institute  of  Law  En¬ 
forcement  and  Criminal  Justice  an¬ 
nounces  a  competitive  research  grant 
aimed  at  developing  an  experimental 
model  to  test  the  impact  of  patrol  visi¬ 
bility  on  crime  and  citizen  perception 
of  safety.  The  ultimate  objective  of 
this  research  is  to  give  police  com¬ 
manders  a  greater  understanding  of 
the  effectiveness  of  a  high  visibility 
patrol  strategy  so  that  future  deci¬ 
sions  about  patrol  usage  may  be  made 
from  a  more  informed  basis. 

The  solicitation  asks  for  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  a  preproposal  rather  than  a 
concept  paper  or  a  full  proposal.  One 
or  more  full  proposals  will  be  request¬ 
ed  from  several  of  the  preproposal 
paper  authors  following  reviews  of 
these  papers.  In  order  to  be  consid¬ 
ered,  a  preproposal  must  be  received 
by  the  National  Institute  no  later  than 
April  15,  1979.  One  grant,  between 
$400,000-$450,000  will  be  awarded  for 
a  24  month  project. 

Additional  information  and  copies  of 
the  solicitation  can  be  obtained  by 
contacting  Kay  Monte,  Policy  Divi¬ 
sion,  NILECJ,  633  Indiana  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20531  (301) 
492-9110. 

Blair  G.  Ewing, 

Acting  Director,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Law  Enforcement  and 
Criminal  Justice. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5994  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[4410-18-M] 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  LAW  ENFORCEMENT 
AND  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 

Compatitiva  Research  Grant;  Salicitatlon 

The  National  Institute  of  Law  En¬ 
forcement  and  Criminal  Justice  an¬ 
nounces  a  competitive  Research  on 
the  Organization  of  State  Court  Sys¬ 
tems.”  The  purpose  of  this  program  is 
twofold:  (1)  To  examine  the  theoreti¬ 
cal  viability  of  a  centralized  system  of 
state  court  administration  in  light  of 
modem  organizational  theory  and  of 
the  role  and  functions  of  courts,  and 
(2)  to  begin  to  determine  the  empirical 
consequences  of  state  court  unifica¬ 
tion. 

The  solicitation  asks  for  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  proposals  to  plan  the  study.  It 
is  expected  that  two  awards  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $60,000  each  will  be  made 
for  a  nine  month  planning  period.  The 
research  group  that  produces  the 
better  plan  will  be  eligible  for  a  second 
grant  in  FY’80  of  approximately 
$400,000  to  carry  out  the  two  year 
follow-ori  study. 

All  proposals  will  be  reviewed  com¬ 
petitively  by  a  peer  review  panel  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
the  solicitation.  In  order  to  be  consid¬ 
ered,  all  papers  must  be  postmarked 
no  later  than  May  4,  1979.  Both  grants 
are  planned  for  award  in  August  with 
work  to  begin  in  September  1979. 

Copies  of  the  solicitation  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  writing  to: 

National  Criminal  Justice  Reference  Serv¬ 
ice,  Program  Solicitation  #79-104,  Com¬ 
parative  Research  on  the  Organization  of 
State  Court  Systems.  P.O.  Box  6000. 
Rockville,  Maryland  20850. 

Blair  G.  Ewing, 

Acting  Director,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Law  Enforcement  and 
Criminal  Justice. 

IFR  Doc.  79-5995  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


14410-18-M] 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  LAW  ENFORCEMENT 
AND  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 

Competitive  Research  Grant;  Solicitation 

The  National  Institute  of  Law  En¬ 
forcement  and  Criminal  Justice  an¬ 
nounces  a  competitive  research  grant 
program  to  perform  state-of-the-art 
assessments  in  three  topic  areas: 
Family  counseling,  screening  and  eval¬ 
uation  for  mental  health  services,  and 
police  liaison  activities.  These  assess¬ 
ments  will  be  conducted  under  three 
separate  National  Evaluation  Program 
(NEP)  phase  I  assessment  awards.  The 
NEP  consists  of  a  series  of  phased 
evaluation  studies  in  various  areas  of 
criminal  justice  activity,  including 
those  LEAA  supports  through  its 
block  grant  program.  In  a  phase  I  as- 


NOTICES 

sessment,  basic  information  related  to 
the  topic  area  is  collected  and  assessed 
and  a  design  for  further  in-depth 
study  is  developed  and  pretested. 
Where  feasible,  the  design  serves  as 
the  basis  for  continued  funding  as  an 
intensive  phase  II  evaluation. 

Phase  I  researchers  must  perform  a 
thorough  state  of  knowledge  assess¬ 
ment  in  each  topic  area: 

•  Family  Counseling, 

•  Screening  and  Evaluation  for 
Mental  Health  Services,  and 

•  Police  Liaison  Activities. 

Major  tasks  to  be  performed  in  each 
area  include: 

•  Development  of  criteria  for  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  projects  in  the  topic  area. 

•  Surveys  of  included  projects  and 
site  visits  to  a  sample  of  projects. 

•  Compilations  of  general  knowl¬ 
edge  and  past  findings  of  fact  in  the 
topic  area. 

•  Specification  of  methods  and 
points  of  measurement  to  assess 
whether  project  expectations  have 
been  met. 

•  Synthesis  and  summarization  of 
the  present  state  of  knowledge  about 
projects  in  the  topic  area  including  the 
specification  of  major  knowledge  gaps. 

•  Design  and  pretesting  of  an  ap¬ 
proach  for  obtaining  more  information 
about  the  topic  area  and  for  the  as¬ 
sessment  of  single  projects. 

The  solicitation  specifies  that  draft 
proposals  must  be  submitted  and  post¬ 
marked  no  later  than  April  15,  1979.  A 
formal  application  will  be  requested 
following  a  peer  review  process  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
the  solicitation.  Each  award  should  ap¬ 
proximate  $250,000  and  18  months  in 
duration  for  individual  grants.  It  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  the  three  grants  will  be 
awarded  during  July,  1979. 

Further  information  and  copies  of 
the  solicitation  can  be  obtained  by 
contacting  Jan  Hulla  or  Rosemary 
Murphy,  Office  of  Program  Evalua¬ 
tion,  National  Institute  of  Law  En¬ 
forcement  and  Criminal  Justice,  633 
Indiana  Avenue,  N.W.  Washington, 
D.C.  20531  or  (301)  492-9085. 

Blair  G.  Ewing, 

Acting  Director,  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Law  Enforcement  and 
Criminal  Justice. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5996  Filed  2-28-79;  8;45  am] 


[6820-AC-M] 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  SOCIAL 
SECURITY 

RETIREMENT  AND  SURVIVORS  PROGRAM 
Meeting 

The  National  Commission  on  Social 
Security  will  hold  a  public  meeting  at 
Washington,  D.C.  on  March  16,  1979 
in  Room  2318  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Building  at  7th  and  D 


Street.  S.W.  The  purpose  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  to  discuss  the  Retirement  and 
Survivors  Program. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  1:00  p.m. 
and  continue  until  Commission  busi¬ 
ness  is  completed  by  not  later  than 
5:00  p.m.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  in  accordance  with  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

Additional  information  about  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Commission  office:  Room  131A— Pen¬ 
sion  Building,  440  G  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  Phone:  376-2622. 

Francis  J.  Crowley, 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5982  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[7536-01 -M] 

NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR  THE 
HUMANITIES 

HUMANITIES  PANEL  ADVISORY  COMMIHEE 
Meeting 

February  26,  1979. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Public  Law  92-463,  as  amended), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting 
of  the  Humanities  Panel  will  be  held 
at  806  15th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20506,  in  room  807  from  9  a.m.  to 
5:30  p.m.  on  March  2,  1979.  Notice  of 
less  than  the  15  days  is  given  because 
it  was  not  possible  to  obtain  agree¬ 
ment  among  the  meeting  participants 
of  a  mutually  agreeable  date  prior  to 
the  agency  deadline  for  this  meeting 
until  February  23,  1979. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
review  the  applications  submitted  to 
the  Research  Tools  Program  of  the 
National  Endowment  for  the  Human¬ 
ities  for  projects  in  the  fields  of  Social 
Sciences  beginning  June  15, 1979. 

Because  the  proposed  meeting  will 
consider  financial  information  and  dis¬ 
close  information  of  a  personal  nature 
the  disclosure  of  which  would  consti¬ 
tute  a  clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy,  pursuant  to  authori¬ 
ty  granted  me  by  the  Chairman’s  Del¬ 
egation  of  Authority  to  Close  Advisory 
Committee  Meetings,  dated  January 
15,  1978,  I  have  determined  that  the 
meeting  would  fall  within  exemptions 
(4)  and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)  and  that 
it  is  essential  to  close  the  meetings  to 
protect  the  free  exchange  of  internal 
views  and  to  avoid  interference  with 
operation  of  the  Committee. 

It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring 
more  specific  information  contact  the 
Advisory  Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  Mr,  Stephen  J.  McCleary,  806 
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15th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20506,  or  call  area  code  202/724-0367 

Stephen  J.  McCleary, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
(PR  Doc.  79-6075  Plied  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-58-M] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  79-9] 

ACCIDENT  REPORT;  RESPONSES  TO  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
Availability 

Aircraft  Accident  Report— The  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board 
has  made  public  its  formal  investiga¬ 
tion  report  on  the  March  1,  1978,  acci¬ 
dent  involving  a  Continental  Air  Lines 
DC- 10  at  Los  Angeles  (Calif.)  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport.  The  report.  No.  NTSB- 
AAR-79-1,  was  released  February  20. 

Investigation  of  the  accident  showed 
that  about  0925  Pacific  standard  time 
the  aircraft  overran  the  departure  end 
of  runway  6R  following  a  rejected 
takeoff.  The  takeoff  was  rejected  just 
before  the  aircraft  attained  a  Vi  speed 
of  156  knots,  because  the  flightcrew 
heard  a  loud  “metallic  bang”  and  the 
aircraft  started  to  “quiver.”  As  the  air¬ 
craft  departed  the  wet.  load-bearing 
surface  of  the  runway,  the  left  main 
landing  gear  collapsed  and  fire  erupt¬ 
ed  from  the  left  wing  area.  The  air¬ 
craft  slid  to  a  slop  about  664  feet  from 
the  departure  end  of  the  runway.  The 
left  side  of  the  aircraft  was  destroyed. 
Of  the  184  passengers.  2  infants  and 
14  crewmembers  aboard  and  2  passen¬ 
gers  were  killed,  and  28  passengers  and 
3  crewmembers  were  seriously  injured 
during  the  evacuation  of  the  aircraft. 

The  Safety  Board  has  determined 
that  the  probable  cause  of  the  acci¬ 
dent  was  the  sequential  failure  of  two 
tires  on  the  left  main  landing  gear  and 
the  resultant  failure  of  another  tire  on 
the  same  landing  gear  at  a  critical 
time  during  the  takeoff  roll,  These 
failures  resulted  in  the  captain’s  deci¬ 
sion  to  reject  the  takeoff.  Contribut¬ 
ing  to  the  accident  was  the  cumulative 
effect  of  the  partial  loss  of  aircraft 
braking  because  of  the  failed  tires  and 
the  reduced  braking  friction  achiev¬ 
able  on  the  wet  runw'ay  surface,  which 
increased  the  accelerate-stop  distance 
to  a  value  greater  than  the  available 
runway  length.  These  factors  prevent¬ 
ed  the  captain  from  stopping  the  air¬ 
craft  within  the  runway  confines.  'The 
failure  of  the  left  main  landing  gear 
and  the  consequent  rupture  of  the  left 
wing  fuel  tanks  resulted  in  an  intense 
fire  which  added  to  the  severity  of  the 
accident. 

As  a  result  of  its  investigation,  the 
Safety  Board  issued  14  safety  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  Federal  Aviation 


Administration.  Eight  of  these  (Nos. 
A-78-67  through  74,  issued  last  Sep¬ 
tember  6)  would  upgrade  construction, 
testing,  and  use  of  new  and  retread 
tires.  Six  recommendations  (A-78-84 
through  89.  Issued  November  17) 
would  improve  accelerate-stop  criteria 
for  widebodied  aircraft  on  a  wet 
runway  of  critical  length  and  would 
improve  pilot  training  for  flightcrews 
who  may  be  faced  with  this  situation. 
(See  43  FR  41101,  September  14.  1978. 
and  43  FR  56112.  November  30.  1978, 
respectively,  for  the  full  text  of  these 
recommendations. ) 

Responses  to  Sapety 
Recommendations 

Aviation:  A-77-43  and  44.—TAA’s 
January  31  letter  responds  to  the 
Safety  Board’s  inquiry  of  December  1 
concerning  recommendations  calling 
for  investigative  and  maintenance  ac¬ 
tions  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
crankshaft  fatigue  failures  in  the  Tele¬ 
dyne  Continental  Motors  (TCM)  lO- 
520  series  engine.  The  recommenda¬ 
tions  were  issued  following  investiga¬ 
tion  of  a  Beechcraft  Baron  58  accident 
which  occured  at  ChilUcothe,  Mo.,  on 
August  8.  1976. 

FAA’s  first  response,  dated  August 
19,  1977,  indicated  that  “*  •  •  it  is  pre¬ 
mature  to  issue  instructions  to  inspect 
the  10-520  series  crankshaft  for  incip¬ 
ient  or  developed  cracks  of  the  type 
under  investigation  until  such  time  as 
an  adequate  inspection  means  is  iden¬ 
tified.”  The  Board  on  December  1  in¬ 
formed  FAA  that,  based  on  FAA’s  re¬ 
sponsive  actions,  these  two  recommen¬ 
dations  had  been  evaluated  as  “Open- 
Acceptable  Alternate  Action.”  The 
Board  asked  to  be  informed  of  FAA’s 
subsequent  actions  taken  for  the  reso¬ 
lution  of  these  recommendations. 

In  its  January  31  letter,  FAA  states 
that  the  mechanism  of  the  fatigue 
failure  of  the  crankshaft  involved  in 
the  accident  at  Chillicothe  is  not  fully 
understood.  However,  TCM  has  under¬ 
taken  several  programs  to  improve 
crankshaft  reliability.  FAA  notes  that 
all  crankshafts  are  being  inspected  at 
the  factory,  using  ultrasonic  tech¬ 
niques.  A  similar  method  is  being  de¬ 
veloped  for  use  by  qualified  techni¬ 
cians  in  the  field  during  overhaul  and 
should  be  available  early  this  year. 
This  technique  will  require  special  ul¬ 
trasonic  equipment  and  operating  ex¬ 
pertise  because  of  the  complex  geome¬ 
try  of  the  area  to  be  inspected.  FAA 
will  advise  w'hen  the  field  inspection 
technique  is  Implemented. 

FAA  also  reports  that  TCM  has 
made  two  product  improvements:  use 
of  vacuum  arc  remelt  steel  instead  of 
the  previously  used  air  melt  alloy,  and 
the  crankshaft  geometry  has  been  re¬ 
designed  to  reduce  the  working  stress 
in  the  fillets.  FAA  says  approximately 
5,000  crankshafts  have  been  produced 
with  either  one  or  both  of  these  im¬ 


provements  and  no  failures  of  the  type 
found  in  the  Chillicothe  accident  have 
been  discovered. 

Further,  FAA  reports  issuing  Adviso¬ 
ry  Circular  20-103,  “Aircraft  Engine 
Crankshaft  Failure,”  on  March  7, 
1978.  This  provides  information  and 
suggests  procedures  to  increase  crank¬ 
shaft  service  life  and  to  minimize 
crankshaft  failures.  A  copy  of  the  cir¬ 
cular  is  attached  to  FAA’s  January  31 
response. 

Highway:  H-78-46  and  47.— The  Lou¬ 
isiana  Department  of  Transportation 
and  Development  (La.  DOTD)  on  Jan¬ 
uary  26  responded  to  the  Safety 
Board’s  letter  of  December  12  which 
commented  on  La.  DOTD’s  initial  re¬ 
sponse  of  September  7.  These  recom¬ 
mendations  resulted  from  investiga¬ 
tion  of  the  December  28.  1977,  colli¬ 
sion  of  a  Louisiana  &  Arkansas  Rail¬ 
way  freight  train  and  a  tractor  semi¬ 
trailer.  with  LPG  tank  rupture  and 
fire,  at  Goldonna,  La.  The  recommen¬ 
dations  asked  La.  DO'TD  to  improve 
quadrant  sight  distances  at  the  Vine 
Street  crossing  in  Goldonna  to  permit 
heavy  vehicles  operating  at  the  posted 
speed  limit  to  stop  within  such  dis¬ 
tances,  and  install  train-activated 
warning  devices  at  the  cross  (H-78-46); 
and  include  in  its  grade  crossing  safety 
criteria  the  evaluation  of  existing 
quadrant  sight  distances  and  in  its 
grade  crossing  safety  program  provi¬ 
sion  for  intermediate  remedial  action 
to  eliminate  hazards  at  crossings 
where  there  are  no  train-activated 
warning  devices  (H-78-47). 

The  Safety  Board  in  its  December  12 
letter  stressed  concern  over  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  visibility  of  trains  at  rail-high¬ 
way  grade  crossings.  Although  the 
Board  sees  the  reason  for  eliminating 
this  parameter  from  consideration  in 
deveioping  -  project  priority  listings, 
i.e.,  obviating  need  for  preliminary 
field  inspection  and  thus  promote  ear¬ 
lier  development  of  a  list,  the  Board 
strongly  favors  Including  a  sight  dis¬ 
tance  parameter  when  determining 
the  relative  hazardousness  of  a  cross¬ 
ing.  The  Board  'notes  that  the  im¬ 
provement  of  sight  distance  is  usually 
a  low  capital  outlay  type  project  that 
can  be  readily  implemented;  in  some 
cases  an  improvement  in  sight  dis¬ 
tance  might  eliminate  the  need  for  ex¬ 
pensive  train-activated  warning  de¬ 
vices.  Both  approaches  allow  vehicle 
operators  enough  decision  time  to 
react  properly  to  the  presence  of  a 
train.  Either  the  driver  sees  the  train 
or  he  is  warned  of  its  presence  elec¬ 
tronically,  the  Board  said. 

The  Board  expressed  hope  that  in 
correcting  the  Vine  Street  crossing. 
La.  DOTD  will  include  the  elimination 
of  sightline  obstructions  immediately 
while  waiting  for  the  activated  devices 
to  be  installed.  The  Board’s  file  will  be 
kept  open  on  H-78-46  pending  comple- 
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tion  of  the  Vine  Street  crossing  correc¬ 
tions.  With  reference  to  H-78-47,  the 
Board's  December  12  letter  considers 
this  recommendation  “Closed— Accept¬ 
able  Action.”  based  on  the  interim 
signing  and  marking  programs  on 
crossings  with  no  train-activated  de¬ 
vices  and  based  on  the  reasoning  for 
not  considering  sight  distance  in  devel¬ 
oping  project  priority,  as  noted  in  La. 
DOTD’s  September  7  initial  response. 
The  Board  again  stressed  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  sight  distance  and  visibility  at 
rail-highway  grade  crossings  and  said 
that  this  problem  as  it  relates  to 
future  investigations  will  be  observed. 

La.  DOTD’s  January  26  response 
lists  events  in  process  of  getting  a 
crossing  upgrade  project  underway. 
The  project  will  begin  when  the  pre- 
award  audit  is  completed  and  Federal 
funds  are  released.  La.  DOTD  does  not 
plan  to  correct  sightline  before  instal¬ 
lation  of  warning  devices  due  to  exten¬ 
sive  right-of-way  purchase  require¬ 
ments.  The  Safety  Board  will  be  noti¬ 
fied  of  progress  on  the  automatic 
crossing  warning  installation. 

Railroad:  R-78-1 3.— On  January  23 
the  Federal  Railroad  Administration 
responded  to  the  Safety  Board's  reply 
of  September  18  to  FRA’s  August  3  re¬ 
sponse.  (See  43  FR  39872,  September 
7,  1978.)  The  recommendation  was 
issued  March  9,  1978,  after  the  Safety 
Board  determined  that  several  recent 
derailments  were  probably  caused  by 
the  breaking  of  wheels  due  to  over¬ 
heating. 

The  Safety  Board’s  September  18 
expressed  deep  concern  that  the 
Transportation  Systems  Center  (TSC) 
study  to  identify  safety  problem  areas 
may  not  satisfy  the  urgent  action  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  recommendation. 
The  Board  noted  that  despite  railroad 
industry  knowledge  of  the  inadequacy 
of  Southern  Wheel  Company’s  high- 
carbon  wheels,  timely  emergency 
action  was  not  taken  until  a  costly 
series  of  derailments  resulted  in  the  is¬ 
suance  of  FRA  Emergency  Order  No. 
7.  While  the  TSC  study  will  be  of  con¬ 
siderable  value,  the  Board  is  con¬ 
cerned  that  unless  some  means  to 
afford  early  recognition  of  wheel  prob¬ 
lems  is  established,  the  nature  and 
scope  of  the  problems  will  not  become 
apparent  imtil  needless  catastrophes 
occur.  FRA  was  urged  to  take  immedi¬ 
ate  steps  to  establish  such  record¬ 
keeping  as  stated  in  recommendation 
R-78-13. 

FRA’s  January  23  letter  refers  to  its 
previous  response  indicating  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  Hazard  Analysis  and  Pri¬ 
ority  Determination  System  which 
will  encompass  recordkeeping  to  iden¬ 
tify  safety  problems  and  establish  a 
means  of  affording  early  recognition 
of  developing  patterns  of  component 
failures  that  are  excessive  or  could 
lead  to  catastrophic  accidents.  FRA 


plans  to  expand  its  records  not  just  for 
wheels  but  in  many  other  areas,  and 
states:  “This  record  expansion  cannot 
be  done  on  a  piecemeal  basis.  Prior¬ 
ities  must  be  developed  and  choices 
made  as  to  what  information  is  impor¬ 
tant  so  as  not  to  overburden  the  rail¬ 
road  industry  and  flood  the  FRA  with 
data.”  FRA  believes  that  the  Hazard 
Analysis  and  Priority  Determination 
system  is  the  proper  vehicle  to  aid  in  a 
comprehensive  expansion  of  required 
accident  information. 

Note.— Single  copies  of  the  Safety  Board's 
accident  reports  are  available  without 
charge,  as  long  as  limited  supplies  last. 
Copies  of  the  Board’s  recommendation  let¬ 
ters,  responses,  and  related  correspondence 
are  also  available  free  of  charge.  All  re¬ 
quests  for  copies  must  be  in  writing,  identi¬ 
fied  by  report  or  recommendation  number. 
Address  inquiries  to:  Public  Inquiries  Sec¬ 
tion,  National  Transportation  Safety  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  accident  reports  may  be 
purchased  by  mail  from  the  National  Tech¬ 
nical  Information  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

(Secs.  304(aK2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903,  1906)).) 

Mabgaret  L.  Fisher. 

Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer. 

February  25, 1979. 

[PR  Doc.  79-6068  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 

[3nO-01-M] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

AGENCY  FOBM5  t'NDER  REVIEW 
Backgrouno 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms,  re¬ 
porting,  or  recordkeeping  require¬ 
ments,  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  reviews  and  acts  on 
those  requirements  under  the  Federal 
Repiorts  Act  (44  UJ5.C.  Chapter  35), 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a 
number  of  techniques  including  public 
hearings  to  consult  with  the  public  on 
significant  reporting  requirements 
before  seeking  OMB  approval.  OMB  in 
carrying  out  its  responsibility  under 
the  Act  also  considers  comments  on 
the  forms  and  recordkeeping  require¬ 
ments  that  will  affect  the  public. 

List  or  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms  re¬ 
ceived  for  review  since  the  last  list  was 
published.  The  list  has  all  the  entries 
for  one  agency  together  and  grouped 
into  new  forms,  revisions,  or  exten¬ 
sions.  Elach  entry  contains  the  follow¬ 
ing  information; 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  agency  clearance  officer; 


The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 
form; 

The  title  of  the  form; 

The  agency  form  number,  if  applica¬ 
ble; 

How  often  the  form  must  be  filled 
out; 

Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report; 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of  forms 
that  will  be  filled  out; 

An  estimate  of  the  total  niunber  of 
hours  needed  to  fill  out  the  form;  and 
The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  person  or  office  responsible  for 
OMB  review. 

Reporting  or  recordkeeping  require¬ 
ments  that  appear  to  raise  no  signifi¬ 
cant  Issues  are  approved  promptly.  In 
addition,  most  repetitive  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  or  forms  that  require  one 
half  hour  or  less  to  complete  and  a 
total  of  20,000  hours  or  less  annually 
will  be  approved  ten  business  days 
after  this  notice  is  published  unless 
specific  issues  are  raised;  such  forms 
are  identifies  in  the  list  by  an  aster- 
isk(*). 

Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  may  be 
obtained  from  the  agency  clearance 
officer  whose  name  and  telephone 
number  appear  under  the  agency 
name.  Comments  and  questions  about 
the  items  on  this  list  should  be  direct¬ 
ed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  or  office 
listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the  publi¬ 
cation  of  the  notice  predictable  and  to 
give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this  proc¬ 
ess  to  the  public.  If  you  have  com¬ 
ments  and  suggestions  for  further  im¬ 
provements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  Stanley  E.  Morris,  Deputy  As¬ 
sociate  Director  for  Regulatory  Policy 
and  Reports  Management,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  726  Jack.son 
Place,  Northwest,  Washington.  D.C. 
20503 

Dsporhnent  of  Agricvlture 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— Donald 
W.  Barrowman— 447-6202) 

*  NEW  forms 

Departmental  and  other  former 
USDA-Office  of  the  Inspector  Gen- 
eral/OI  Special  Agents 
Single  time 

Former  USDA  investigators 
55  responses;  55  hours 
Ellett,  C.  A.,  395-5080 

EXTENSIONS 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conser¬ 
vation  Service 

•Notice  of  Commodity  Availability  for 
Voluntary  Relief  Agencies 
CCC-512(KC) 

On  occasion  Voluntary  relief  agencies 
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3.800  responses;  600  hours 
Ellett.  C.  A..  395-5080 

D«partm«nt  of  Commorco 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— Edward 
Michaels— 377-4217) 

REVISIONS 

Bureau  of  the  Census 
Construction  Machinery  (Shipments) 
MQ-35D  Quarterly 

Manufacturers  of  construction  ma¬ 
chinery  600  responses  400  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy 
and  Standard,  673-7974 

EXTENSIONS 

Bureau  of  the  Census 
*Cotton  Ginned  from  this  Crop  by 
Counties  In  which  grown  crop  of 
1978 

CAG-3  Annually 

Cotton  Gins  3,900  responses:  650  hours 
Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-6140 

Bureau  of  the  Census 
•Bale  Weight  report  of  Cotton  Ginned 
Prior  to  1978 

CAG-4A1.  2.  and  3  and  CAG-4B1.  2 
and  3 

Other  (see  SP-83) 

Cotton  gins 

7.800  responses;  3,900  hours 
Caj'w'ood,  D.  P.,  395-6140 

Bureau  of  the  Census 
•Precanvass  of  Gins  Crop  of  1978 
CAG-5  and  CAG-5A 
Annually  Cotton  gins  3,900  responses; 
325  hours 

Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-6140 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Environmental  Data  Base  Directory 
Reporting  Form  24-19 
On  occasion  Environmental  data  hold¬ 
ers  including  Government,  Priv.  and 
Uni. 

2,400  responses;  3,600  hours 
Caywood.  D.  P.,  395-6140 

Department  of  Energy 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— Albert 
H.  Linden-566-9021) 

NEW  FORMS 

State  Application  for  Schools.  Hospi¬ 
tals.  and  for  Buildings  Owned  by 
Units  EIA-144 

Annually  50  State  Energy  Offices  and 
5  Territories  Energy  Offices 
55  responses;  6,050  hours 
Hill.  Jefferson  B..  395-5867 

EXTENSIONS 

State  Energy  Conservation  Plan 
Report  CS-1  (Formerly  U-516) 
Annually  State  Energy  Offices 
120  responses;  6,720  hours 
Hill',  Jefferson  B.,  395-5867 
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Department  of  Health,  Education, 
AND  Welfare 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— Peter 
Gness— 245-7488) 

NEW  FORMS 

Alcohol.  Drug  Abuse  and  Mental 
Health  Administration 
Collection  of  Data  on  Community 
Support  System  Clients  Using  a 
Standard  Form 

Single  time  Case  managers  at  local 
community  support  programs 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
•  Investigational  Shipment  of  In  Vitro 
Diagnostic  Devices  FD  2687 
On  occasion  Manufacturers  of  in  vitro 
diagnostic  products 
400  responses:  100  hours 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214 

Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
(Departmental) 

Ownership  and  Financial  Interest  Dis¬ 
closure  Statement 
HCFA-1513 
Annually 

Title  V,  XVni,  XIX,  and  XX  Health 
Care  Providers  and  Suppliers 
30,000  responses;  30,000  hours 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214 

Health  Services  Administration 

Sickle  Cell  Clinic  Reporting  Forms 

HSA-378 

Semi-annually 

Sickle  Cell  Clinics 

48  responses;  480  hours 

Richard  Elislnger,  395-3214 

Office  of  Education 
Rating  Form  for  the  External  Valida¬ 
tion  of  OE  Judgments  for  the  Recog¬ 
nition  of  Accrediting  and  State  Ap¬ 
proval  Agencies 
OE-663-1 
Single  time 

Accreditation  agencies,  commission 
members 

150  responses;  300  hours 
Laveme  V.  Collins,  395-3214 

Office  of  Human  Development 
Evaluation  of  the  Head  Start  Bilingual 
Bicultural  Chirriculum  Development 
Project 
Single  time 

Bilingual  bicultural  curriculum  teach¬ 
ers  and  teacher  aides 
120  responses;  60  hours 
Reese,  B.  P.,  395-6132 

Office  of  Human  Development 
•Child  Abuse  Incidence  Study  Data 
Forms 

100,  101,  200,  200A 
On  occasion 

Child-Related  Agencies  in  26  Counties 
(9  States) 

8,000  responses:  1,333  hours 
Reese,  B.  F.,  395-6132 

Public  Health  Service 
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Use  of  Intergovernmental  Personnel 
Act  Authority  in  the  Public  Health 
Service 
Single  time 

Past  and  Present  IPA-PHS  assignees 
251  responses;  83  hours 
Richard  Eisinger.  395-3214 

REVISIONS 

Health  Resources  Administration 
•Record  of  Capital  Expenditure  Re¬ 
views  (Individual  and  Summary) 
HRA-45  (revised).  HRA-47 
Quarterly 

State  Health  Planning  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Agencies 
6,228  responses;  2,114  hours 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214 

EXTENSIONS 

National  Institutes  of  Health 
Grant  Application  Continuation  Form 
PHS  2590-1 
Annually 

Program  directors  principal  investigra- 
tors 

25,000  responses;  700,000  hours 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-3214 

Departmant  of  th*  Traotury 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— Howard 
Smith— 376-0436 ) 

NEW  FORMS 

Assistant  Secretary  (Domestic  Fi¬ 
nance) 

•Registration  of  Representative  Of¬ 
fices  of  Foreign  Banks 
On  Occasion 
Foreign  bankers 
100  responses;  150  hours 
Geiger,  Susan  B..  395-5867 

Action 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— W.  D. 
Baldridge— 254-8028 ) 

NEW  FORMS 

RSVP  Program  Evaluation  Survey  of 
Project  Directors 

Volunteer  Supervisors,  RSVP  Volun¬ 
teers 

Single  time 

Senior  volunteer,  proj.  dir.  and  vol.  su¬ 
pervisors 

2,500  responses;  1,250  hours 
Reese,  B.  F.,  395-6132 

Evaluation  of  the  Juvenile  Offender 
Learning  Program 
Single  time 

Peers  of  students  in  the  program 
80  responses;  80  hours 
Reese,  B.  F.,  395-6132 

Office  of  Parsonnal  Managamant 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— John  P. 
Weld-632-7737) 

NEW  FORMS 

Supervisory  Pay  and  Evaluation  Study 
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Single  time 

All  establishments  in  U.S.  with  more 
than  5,000  empl.  in  sel.  indu.  clas 
160  responses;  960  hours 
Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy 
and  Standard,  673-7974 

Railroad  Retiramaiil  Board 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— W.  V. 
Radesk— 3 1 2-751-4690 ) 

REVISIONS 

•  Einployer’s  Supplemental  Pension 
Report 

G-88P 
On  occasion 
Railroad  employers 
3,300  responses;  440  hours 
Reese.  B.  F..  395-6132 

•  Annual  Report 
G-19 
Annually 

RRA  beneficiaries 

25,000  responses;  4,590  hours 

Reese,  B.  F..  395-6132 

Veteran»  Administration 

(Agency  Clearance  Officer— R.  C. 
Whitt— 389-2282) 

revisions 

Certification  of  Delivery  of  Advance 
Payment  and  Enrollment 
22-1999V 
On  occasion 
Certifying  official 
750,000  responses;  62,500  hours 
Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-6140 

Stanley  E.  Morris, 
Deputy  Associate  Director  for 
Regulatory  Policy  and  Reports 
Management. 

(FR  Doc.79-6086  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[7905-1-Ml 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  SUPPLEMENTAL 
ANNUITY  PROGRAM 

D?t«rminatian  of  Quarterly  Rate  of  Excise  Tax 

In  accordance  with  directions  in  Sec- 
tion  3221(c)  of  the  Railroad  Retire¬ 
ment  Tax  Act  (26  U.S.C.  3221(c)),  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Board  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  excise  tax  imposed  by 
such  Section  3221(c)  on  every  employ¬ 
er,  with  respect  to  having  individuals 
in  his  employ,  for  each  man-hour  for 
which  compensation  is  paid  by  such 
employer  for  services  rendered  to  him 
during  the  quarter  beginning  April  1, 
1979,  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  twelve  and 
one-half  cents. 

In  accordance  with  directions  in  Sec¬ 
tion  15(a)  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Act  of  1974,  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Board  has  determined  that  for  the 
quarter  beginning  April  1,  1979,  17.5 
percent  of  the  taxes  collected  under 
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Sections  3211(b)  and  3221(c)  of  the 
Railroad  Retirement  Tax  Act  shall  be 
credited  to  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Account  and  82.5  percent  of  the  taxes 
collected  under  such  Sections  3211(b) 
and  3221(c)  plus  one  hundred  percent 
of  the  taxes  collected  under  Section 
3221(d)  of  the  Railroad  Retirement 
Tax  Act  shall  be  credited  to  the  Rail¬ 
road  Retirement  Supplemental  Ac¬ 
count. 

By  authority  of  the  Board. 

Dated:  February  22, 1979. 

R.  F.  Butler, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5997  PUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[8010-01 -M] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  15574;  (SR-NYSE-78-67)] 

NEW  YORK  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 

February  15, 1979, 

In  the  Matter  of  New  York  Stock 
Exchange,  Inc.,  11  Wall  Street,  New 
York,  New  York  10005. 

On  December  26,  1978,  the  New 
York  St(x;k  Exchange,  Inc.  (the 
“NYSE”)  filed  with  the  Commission, 
pursuant  to  Section  19  (b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  to  1934  15 
U.S.C.  78(sKbKl)  (the  “Act”)  and  Rule 
19b-4  thereunder,  copies  of  a  proposed 
rule  change  which  consolidates  into  a 
new  Rule  351  the  requirement  that 
each  member  organization  or  member 
not  associated  with  a  member  organi¬ 
zation  report  to  the  NYSE  certain 
specified  information  which  may  re¬ 
flect  a  violation  of  federal  securities 
laws  or  NYSE  rules  on  the  part  of 
such  member  of  member  organization, 
or  any  member,  allied  member  or  em¬ 
ployee  associated  with  such  member  of 
member  organization.  The  proposal,  in 
addition  to  making  certain  minor 
changes  in  the  type  of  information 
that  must  be  repiorted  would  extend 
the  reporting  obligations  of  the 
member  or  member  organization  to  in¬ 
formation  concerning  non-registered 
as  well  as  registered  employees.  Thus, 
the  reporting  requirements  wouM 
extend  to  any  person  associated  with  a 
member,  who  under  the  Act  may  be 
subject  to  disciplinary  action  by  the 
NYSE. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
together  with  the  terms  of  substance 
of  the  proposed  rule  change  was  given 
by  publication  of  a  Commission  Re¬ 
lease  (Securities  Exchange  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  34-15460,  January  4,  1979) 
and  by  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  3109,  January  15, 
1979).  The  Commission  has  receiveil 


no  written  communications  relating  to 
the  proposed  rule  change. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  is  (^insistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Act  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder  ap¬ 
plicable  to  national  securities  ex¬ 
changes.  and  in  particular,  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  6,  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder.  The  pro¬ 
posal  provides  the  NYSE  with  the 
means  to  gather  information  it  needs 
to  enforce  compliance  by  its  members 
and  persons  associated  with  its  mem¬ 
bers,  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
the  rules  and  regulations  therunder. 
and  the  NYSE  rules. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be.  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulations  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5962  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am) 


[4710-10-Ml 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/161] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  ANNUAL  COMPRE¬ 
HENSIVE  REVIEW  OF  ADVISORY  COMMIT- 
TEES 

Section  7(b)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463)  requires  a  com¬ 
prehensive  annual  review  of  each  advi¬ 
sory  committee  to  determine:  whether 
it  is  carrying  out  is  purpose,  whether 
its  responsibilities  should  be  revised, 
and  whether  it  should  be  merged  with 
other  committees,  abolished  or  contin¬ 
ued. 

Public  comments  to  assist  in  this  de¬ 
termination  are  invited  with  reference 
to  the  following  State  Department  Ad¬ 
visory  Committees: 

Advisory  Committee  on  Historical  Diplo¬ 
matic  Documentation 

Advisory  Committee  on  International  Intel¬ 
lectual  Property 

Advisory  Committee  on  Law  of  the  Sea 
Advisory  Committee  on  Private  Internation¬ 
al  Law 

Advisory  Committee  on  International  In¬ 
vestment,  Technology,  and  Development 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  United  States 
National  Section  of  the  Inter-American 
Tropical  Tuna  Commission 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  United  States 
National  Section  of  the  International 
Conunission  for  the  Conservation  of  At¬ 
lantic  Tunas 

0;ean  Affairs  Advisory  Committee 
Advisory  Committee  to  the  United  States 
Section  of  the  International  North  Pacific 
Fisheries  Commission 
Fine  Arts  Committee 

Presidential  Advisory  Board  on  Ambassado¬ 
rial  Appointments  , 

Overseas  Schools  Advisory  Council 
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Shipping  Coordinating  Committee 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  1979  World  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Radio  Conference  > 

United  States  National  Organization  for  the 
International  Radio  Consultative  Commit¬ 
tee  (CCIR) 

United  States  National  Organization  for  the 
International  Telegraph  and  Telephone 
Consultative  Committee  (CCITT) 

Comments  on  any  or  all  of  the  above 
committees  should  be  received  no  later 
than  March  27, 1979.  Letters  should  be 
addressed  to  Committee  Management 
Officer.  Office  of  Management  Oper¬ 
ations.  Room  7423.  Department  of 
State,  Washington,  D.C.  20520. 

Dated:  February  15, 1979. 

Susan  T.  Tait, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5999  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4710-19-M] 

[Public  Notice  648] 

PARTICIPATION  OF  PRIVATE-SECTOR 
REPRESENTATIVES  ON  U.S.  DELEGATIONS 

As  announced  in  Public  Notice  No. 
623  (43  FR  37783),  August  24.  1978, 
the  Department  is  submitting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  list  of  U.S.  Delegations  accred¬ 
ited  during  the  month  of  January, 
1979,  w'hich  included  private-sector 
representatives. 

Publication  of  this  list  is  required  by 
Article  IV  (c)  (4)  of  the  guidelines  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  24.  1978. 

Dated:  February  1, 1979. 

Paul  J.  Byrnes, 
Director,  Office  of 
International  Conferences. 

United  States  Delegation  to  the  Eleventh 
Session  or  the  Subcommittee  on  Stand¬ 
ards  OF  Training  and  Watchkeeping.  In¬ 
tergovernmental  Maritime  Consultative 
Organization  (IMCO),  London.  January 
22-26.  1979 

representative 

Henry  H.  Bell.  Rear  Admiral.  USCO.  Chief, 
Office  of  Merchant  Marine  Safety,  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  Department  of 
Transportation. 

ALTERNATE  REPRESENTATIVE 

Donald  E.  Hand,  Captain,  USCO,  Chief, 
Merchant  Vessel  Personnel  Division, 
Office  of  Merchant  Marine  Safety,  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  Department  of 
Transportation. 

ADVISERS 

H.  Clay  Black,  Shipping  Attache,  United 
States  Embassy,  London. 

Arthur  W.  Frledberg,  Director,  Office  of 
Maritime  Manpower,  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Commerce. 

James  R.  Norman,  Lt.  Commander,  USCO, 
Chief,  Licensing  and  Evaluation  Branch, 
Merchant  Vessel  Personnel  Division, 
Office  of  Merchant  Marine  Safety,  United 


States  Coast  Guard.  Department  of 
Transportation. 

PRIVATE  SECTOR  ADVISERS 

John  F.  Fay.  Port  Agent,  Seafarers  Interna¬ 
tional  Union— AFL-CIO,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 

Paul  M.  Hammer.  Director.  Operations. 
American  Institute  of  Merchant  Shipping, 
Washington,  D.C. 

William  A.  Mayberry,  Captain.  USCO 
(Ret.),  Executive  Director,  Offshore 
Marine  Service  Association.  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana. 

Harold  D.  Muth,  Captain,  USCO  (Ret.), 
Vice  President,  Government  Relations, 
The  American  Waterways  Operators,  Inc., 
Arlington,  Virginia. 

William  Rich.  Director,  Research  and  Train¬ 
ing.  International  Organization  of  Mas¬ 
ters,  Mates  and  Pilot,  AFL-CIO,  New 
York,  New  York. 

Reinhold  F.  Schamann.  Research  Director. 
Marine  Engineers’  Beneficial  Associ¬ 
ation— AFL-CIO,  New  York,  New  York. 

Lejeune  Wilson.  International  Association 
of  Drilling  Contractors.  Houston.  Texas. 

United  States  Delegation  to  the  Working 
Party  of  Steel  Experts,  Steel  Commit¬ 
tee,  Organization  for  Economic  Coopera¬ 
tion  AND  Development  (OECD),  Paris. 
January  29-30, 1979 

REPRESENTATIVE 

A.  M.  Brueckmann,  Director.  Iron  and  Steel 
Division,  Department  of  Commerce. 

ADVISERS 

Charles  H.  Blum,  Office  of  International 
'Trade  Policy.  Bureau  of  Economic  and 
Business  Affairs,  Department  of  State. 

Joseph  S.  Papovich,  Office  of  Foreign  Eco¬ 
nomic  Policy,  International  Labor  Affairs 
Bureau,  Department  of  Labor. 

PRIVATE  SECTOR  ADVISERS 

William  Hoppe,  Manager  of  Economic  Stud¬ 
ies,  Bethlehem  Steel  Corporation.  Bethle¬ 
hem.  Pennsylvania. 

John  J.  Sheehan,  Director,  Legislative  De¬ 
partment,  United  Steelworkers  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Washington.  D.C. 

William  J.  Williams.  Executive  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Republic  Steel  Corporation.  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio. 

United  States  Delegation  to  the  Twenty- 
Fifth  Session  of  the  Committee  on  Gas, 
Economic  Commission  for  Europe  (ECE), 
Geneva,  January  22-26,  1979 

REPRESENTATIVE 

Lucio  D'Andrea,  Office  of  Oil  and  Gas.  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy. 

ADVISER 

Joseph  Saltsman,  U.S.  Mission,  Geneva. 

PRIVATE  SECTOR  ADVISER 

Robert  Ebel,  Vice  President,  Enserch 
Energy,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C. 


United  States  Delegation  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Telecommunications  Union.  In¬ 
ternational  Telegraph  and  Telephone 
Consultative  Committee.  Videotex 
Working  Party  of  Study  Group  I,  Bern, 
January  10-15, 1979 

REPRESENTATIVE 

Earl  S.  Berbely,  Federal  Communications 
Commission.  Washington.  D.C. 

ADVISER 

Gary  D.  Rosch.  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C. 

PRIVATE  SECTOR  ADVISERS 

Samuel  Berkman,  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company,  Basking  Ridge,  New 
Jersey. 

Lawrence  Gabler,  ITT  World  Communica¬ 
tions.  Inc.,  New  York,  New  York. 

Joseph  Mendres,  Western  Union  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.,  New  York,  New'  York. 

Frances  T.  Muraw’ski.  RCA  Global  Commu¬ 
nications,  New  York.  New  York. 

Phillip  C.  Onstad.  Control  Data  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Greenwich.  Connecticut. 

Ronald  F.  Sabacek,  TRT  Telecommunica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Washington.  D.C. 

United  States  Delegation  to  the  Confer¬ 
ence  OF  Plenipotentiaries  to  Negotiate  a 
Treaty,  Conserve  Highly  Migratory 
Marine  Resources,  Mexico  City,  Janu¬ 
ary  15-20, 1979 

representative 

The  Honorable.  John  D.  Negroponte, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Ocean  and 
Fisheries  Affairs,  Department  of  State. 

advisers 

The  Honorable,  Wymberly  Coerr,  United 
States  Commissioner  to  the  Inter-Ameri¬ 
can  'Tropical  Tima  Commission. 

'Theodore  Deming,  Cmdr.,  United  States 
Coast  Guard. 

James  Drewry.  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service.  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospher¬ 
ic  Administration,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

Charles  Fullerton.  Director,  California  De¬ 
partment  of  Fish  and  Game.  Sacramento. 
California. 

Brian  Hallman.  Office  of  Oceans  and  Fish¬ 
eries  Affairs,  Department  of  State. 

'The  Honorable  Gerald  Howard.  United 
States  Commissioner  to  the  Inter-Ameri¬ 
can  'Tropical  Tuna  Commission. 

Rold  Juhl,  Fisheries  Attache.  United  States 
Embassy,  Mexico  City. 

Mary  McLeod,  Office  of  the  Legal  Adviser. 
Department  of  State. 

Barbara  Rothschild,  National  Marine  Fish¬ 
eries  Service.  National  Oceanic  and  At¬ 
mospheric  Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce. 

Gary  Sakagawa,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  National  Oceanic  and  Atmospher¬ 
ic  Administration,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

PRIVATE  SECTOR  ADVISER 

Milton  Kaufmann,  Monitor  International, 
Washington.  D.C. 
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UmTED  States  Delegation  to  the  Thir¬ 
teenth  Session  or  the  International  Tin 
Council.  London,  January  15-19, 1979 

REPRESENTATIVE 

Thomas  J.  O’Donnell,  American  Embassy, 
London. 

ALTERNATE  REPRESENTATIVE 

Walter  C.  Lenahan,  Industrial  and  Strategic 
Materials  Division,  Bureau  of  Economic 
and  Business  Affairs,  Department  of 
State. 

ADVISERS 

'Timothy  Dulaney,  Office  of  Raw  Materials 
and  Oceans  Policy,  Department  of  the 
Treasury. 

Wiliiam  Sugg,  International  Commodities 
Division,  Bureau  of  International  Eco¬ 
nomic  Policy  and  Research,  Department 
of  Commerce. 

PRIVATE  SECTOR  ADVISERS 

Roland  Brown,  Vice  President,  Purchasing, 
Continental  Can  Company,  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois, 

Stewart  M.  Colton,  Executive  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent.  Alpha  Metals,  Inc.,  Jersey  City.  New 
Jersey. 

Lawrence  E.  Shephard,  Department  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Economics.  University  of  Califor¬ 
nia,  Davis,  California, 

William  A.  Silverstein,  Assistant  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Associated  Metals  and  Minerals 
Company,  New  York,  New  York. 

United  States  Delegation  to  the  Intergov- 
ERNUENTAL  WORKING  GROUP  OF  THE  COM¬ 
MISSION  ON  Transnational  Corporations 
OF  THE  United  Nations  Economic  and 
Social  Council  (ECOSOC),  New  York, 
January  8-19,  1979 

representative 

Elinor  G.  Constable,  Bureau  of  Economic 
and  Business  Affairs.  Department  of 
State. 

advisers 

Allen  E.  Clapp,  Office  of  International  In¬ 
vestment,  Department  of  the  Treasury. 

John  Garson,  Office  of  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Department  of  Labor. 

Scott  Gudgeon,  Office  of  the  Legal  Adviser, 
Department  of  State. 

Monica  Ladd,  United  States  Mission  to  the 
United  Nations. 

Irmgard  Neumann.  Bureau  of  International 
Economic  Policy  and  Research,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce. 

PRIVATE  SECTOR  ADVISER 

Seymour  Rubin,  U.S.  Representative  to  the 
Commission  on  Transnational  Corpora¬ 
tions  of  the  United  Nations  Economic  and 
Social  Council. 

United  States  Delegation  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Telecommunications  Union,  In¬ 
ternational  'Telegraph  and  'Telephone 
Consultative  Committee  (ITU/CCITT) 
Working  Party  of  the  Facsimile  Rappor¬ 
teurs’  Group,  of  Study  Group  I,  Bern, 
January  16-18,  1979 

REPRESENTATIVE 

Earl  S.  Barbely,  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 


PRIVATE  sector  ADVISERS 

George  P.  McGuire,  Western  Union  Tele¬ 
graph  Company,  Upper  Saddle  River.  New 
Jersey. 

Francis  T.  Murawski,  RCA  Global  Commu¬ 
nications.  New  York,  New  York. 

Joseph  Mendres,  Western  Union  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc.,  New  York,  New  York. 

John  O’Boyle,  ITT  World  Communications, 
Inc.,  New  York,  New  York. 

Phillip  C.  Onstad,  Control  Data  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Greenwich,  Connecticut. 

Ronald  F.  Sabacek,  TRT  Telecommunica¬ 
tions,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C. 

United  States  Delegation  to  the  Ad  Hoc 
Policy  Group  on  Multinational  Enter¬ 
prises.  COBIMITTEE  FOR  SCIENTIFIC  AND 
Technological  Policy,  Organization  for 
Economic  Cooperation  and  Development 
(OECD),  Paris,  January  15-17, 1979 

REPRESENTATIVE 

Alvin  Adams,  Deputy  Director,  Office  of 
Business  Practices,  Bureau  of  Economic 
and  Business  Affairs,  Department  of 
State. 

ADVISERS 

Edith  Bruce,  U.S.  Mission,  Geneva. 

Joel  Davidow  (Jan.  15-16),  Director,  Office 
of  Policy  Planning,  Antitrust  Division,  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice. 

Dieter  Hoinkes  (Jan.  15-16),  International 
Intellectual  Property  Specialist.  Office  of 
Legislation  and  International  Affairs, 
United  States  Patent  and  Trademark 
Office,  Department  of  Commerce. 

George  Lehner  (Jan.  15-16),  Attorney  Advis¬ 
er,  Office  of  the  Legal  Adviser,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State. 

Richard  Schepard  (Jan.  15-16),  Assistant 
General  Counsel,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

PRIVATE  SECTOR  ADVISER 

Lawrence  D.  Pearson  (Jan.  15-16),  Council 
of  the  Americas,  New  York,  New  York. 

(FR  Doc  79-5998  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-14-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

CoQCt  Guard 
[CGD  76-011] 

DEEPWATER  PORTS 
Licant*  Application  Amendmonl 
AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  public  hearing. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  plans 
to  conduct  an  initial  public  hearing  on 
the  Texas  Deepwater  Port  Authority’s 
(TDPA)  pending  request  for  a  license 
from  the  Secretary  of  Transportation 
to  build  and  operate  a  deepwater  port 
facility  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  approxi¬ 
mately  26  miles  south  of  Freeport, 
Texas.  The  public  hearing  is  required 
by  law  as  part  of  the  Federal  deepwa¬ 
ter  port  license  application  review 
process.  The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is 


to  provide  an  opportunity  for  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties  to  present  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  review  staff  their  views  on  the 
proposed  TDPA  project. 

DATES:  1.  The  public  hearing  will  be 
held  on  April  3,  1979,  beginning  at  9:00 
a.m.  local  time,  in  the  Houston  Light¬ 
ing  and  Power  Co.  Auditorium,  202 
Highway  332  West,  Clute,  Texas.  2.  All 
Comments  must  be  received  before 
AprU  18,  1979. 

ADDRESS:  The  TDPA  application 
amendment  review  process  is  being 
conducted  by  the  Deepwater  Port  Ap¬ 
plication  Staff.  Commandant  (G- 
WDWP/61),  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Head¬ 
quarters.  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washin^on,  D.C.  20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Cdr.  J.  D.  Partin,  Coast  Guard  Ap¬ 
plication  Coordinator.  (202)  426- 

2606,  between  7:30  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m. 

e.s.t. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMA'nON: 
Notice  of  the  filing  of  the  TDPA  deep¬ 
water  port  license  application  amend¬ 
ment,  including  background  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  nature  of  the  application, 
previous  Federal  review  thereof,  the 
proposed  deepwater  port  plans,  and  lo¬ 
cations  where  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection,  appeared  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  issue  of  September  21,  1978  (43 
FR  42831).  As  explained  in  that  notice, 
the  TDPA  application  amendment  ba¬ 
sically  provides  for  the  revival  of  the 
now  defunct  SEADOCK,  Inc,  deepwa¬ 
ter  port  project  under  a  new  plan  call¬ 
ing  for  public  ownership  and  financing 
of  the  project. 

The  new  plan,  if  approved,  would 
permit  the  TDPA,  a  State  agency,  to 
move  forward  with  development  of  the 
port.  The  original  SEADOCK  license 
application  review  process  culminated 
in  an  offer  to  SEADOCK.  Inc.,  a  cor¬ 
porate  consortium  of  oil  companies,  by 
the  Secretary  of  Transportation,  on 
January  17,  1977,  of  a  deepwater  port 
license,  SEADOCK  did  not  accept  the 
license  offer  because  it  could  not  get 
enough  shareholders  to  finance  the 
project. 

The  TDPA  intends  to  use  the  same 
port  design,  location,  capacities,  etc., 
as  previously  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  for  the  SEADOCK  project, 
having  acquired  from  SEADOCK,  Inc. 
all  interests  in  the  original  deepwater 
port  license  application,  including  the 
engineering,  environmental,  and  other 
work  that  had  been  done  on  the  proj¬ 
ect.  The  principal  change  reflected  in 
the  TDPA  application  is  in  the  owner¬ 
ship  and  financing,  i.e.,  a  change  to 
public  ownership  and  revenue  bond  fi¬ 
nancing. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  44,  NO.  42— THURSDAY,  MARCH  1,  1979 


NOTICES 


11631 


Factual  Issues 

The  change  to  public  ownership  is 
favored  in  the  Deepwater  Port  Act  of 
1974  in  its  establishment  of  priorities 
for  the  issuance  of  a  deepwater  port  li¬ 
cense.  Information  and  views  primar¬ 
ily  relevant  to  the  change  of  owner¬ 
ship  and  the  new  financing  plan,  and 
the  effects  thereof  on  the  port  devel¬ 
opment  and  operation,  will  be  especial¬ 
ly  welcome  at  the  public  hearing  as 
these  matters  are  factors  that  materi¬ 
ally  differ  from  the  original  SEA- 
DOCK  application. 

Because  of  the  intervening  time 
since  the  original  application  review 
was  completed,  public  views  and  data 
are  also  especially  desired  on  other  ap¬ 
plication  related  issues  that  may  re¬ 
quire  updating.  These  issues  primarily 
include  environmental  factors  that 
may  have  changed  since  completion  of 
the  original  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  for  the  project. 
While  the  above  factual  issues  are  of 
particular  interest  in  the  TDPA  appli¬ 
cation  amendment  review  process,  the 
Coast  Guard  does  not  intend  to  limit 
the  public  hearing  to  these  matters. 
Any  relevant  information  concerning 
all  aspects  of  the  proposed  deepwater 
port  facility  will  be  most  welcome. 


Procedural  Matters 

Any  person  desiring  to  appear  and 
be  heard  at  this  public  hearing  may  do 
so.  Information  and  material  relevant 
to  the  issuance  of  denial  of  the  deep¬ 
water  port  license  the  TDPA  seeks,  as 
well  as  the  other  Federal  authoriza¬ 
tions  required  under  the  Act  will  be 
appreciated.  Interested  persons  may 
submit  prepared  statments  and  oral 
arguments  at  a  time  determined  by 
the  Presiding  Officer  during  the  hear¬ 
ing.  Persons  unable  to  attend  the 
hearing,  or  those  in  attendance  who 
which  to  submit  supplemental  infor¬ 
mation,  may  do  so  within  15  days  after 
the  date  of  the  hearing  at  which  time 
the  hearing  record  will  be  closed. 

The  hearing  will  be  informal  and 
presided  over  by  a  Coast  Guard  offi¬ 
cial,  accompanied  by  members  of  the 
application  review  staff  and  a  repre¬ 
sentative  from  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Persons  planning  to  make  hear¬ 
ing  presentations  are  encouraged  to 
submit  their  views,  in  writing,  to  the 
Commandant  (G-WDWP/61)  at  least 
10  days  before  the  hearing,  indicating 
for  oral  presentations  the  approximate 
amount  of  time  reefuired  to  make  the 
presentation.  Time  limitations  may  be 
imposed  by  the  Presiding  Officer  at 
any  time  during  the  hearing. 

The  Coast  Guard  has  prepared,  and 
is  processing  as  lead  Federal  agency,  a 
supplement  to  the  SEADOCK  P^nal 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  pre¬ 
pared  on  the  original  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  4321). 


The  draft  supplement  has  been  made 
available  to  the  public  for  comment 
and  views  thereon  may  be  presented  at 
the  hearing.  However,  comments  al¬ 
ready  submitted  on  the  draft  supple¬ 
ment.  or  intended  to  be  submitted  in 
response  to  the  usual  EIS  develop¬ 
ment  and  procesing  procedures,  need 
not  be  presented  at  the  hearing,  to 
avoid  duplication. 

(88  Stat.  2lk,  33  U.S.C.  1504(g):  49  CFR 
1.46) 

Dated:  February  23, 1979. 

F.  P.  Schubert, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Acting  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 
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[4910-14-M] 

[CGD  79-003] 

COAST  GUARD  MARINE  SAFETY  OFFICE, 
WILMINGTON,  N.C 

Ittuance  of  Original  Ocoon  Sorvico  Dock  and 
Enginaar  Licanaas 

Public  notification  is  hereby  given 
that  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Marine  Safety 
Office,  Wilmington.  N.C.,  will  adminis¬ 
ter  examinations  for  original  ocean 
service  deck  and  engineer  officer  li¬ 
censes  on  a  permanent  basis.  These  ac¬ 
tivities  are  authorized  under  33  CFR 
1.01-20  and  46  CFR  1.05(b). 

The  office  suspended  license  exami¬ 
nations  on  January  1.  1974,  due  to  a 
reduction  in  applications  received  for 
examination.  Beginning  on  April  1. 
1978,  the  office  resumed  administering 
exams  on  a  temporary  basis  due  to  in¬ 
creased  demand  for  a  local  licensing 
office.  The  number  of  applications  re¬ 
ceived  since  April  warrants  a  perma¬ 
nent  examination  schedule  and,  ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  office  will  administer 
original  ocean  service  deck  and  engi¬ 
neer  officer  license  examinations  on  a 
monthly  basis. 

Lower  level  exams  for  Second  Mate, 
Third  Mate,  Second  Assistant  Engi¬ 
neer.  and  Third  Assistant  Engineer 
will  begin  on  the  second  Tuesday  of 
each  month.  Upper  level  exams  for 
Master,  Chief  Mate.  Chief  Engineer, 
and  First  Assistant  Engineer  will  begin 
on  the  fourth  Tuedsay  of  each  month. 

ADDRESSES:  The  license  examina¬ 
tion  office  is  located  at  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Marine  Safety  Office,  First 
Union  Bank  Building.  Suite  20,  201  N. 
Front  Street,  Wilmington.  N.C.  28401 
(919-343-4880). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT; 

Lieutenant  Junior  Grade  Gregory  J. 

Robinson,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief, 

Documentation  and  Licensing  De¬ 
partment,  at  the  above  address. 


Dated:  February  13,  1979. 

Henry  H.  Bell, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant 
Marine  Safety. 

(PR  Doc.  79-6078  Piled  2-28-79:  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-M] 

Federal  Aviatian  Administratian 

RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR  AERO¬ 
NAUTICS  (RTCA)  SPECIAL  COMMIHEE  138— 

MINIMUM  PERFORMANCE  STANDARDS  FOR 

AIRBORNE  OMEGA  RECEIVING  EQUIPMENT 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the 
RTCA  Special  Committee  138  on  Mini¬ 
mum  Performance  Standards  for  Air¬ 
borne  Omega  Receiving  Equipment  to 
be  held  March  8  and  9,  1979,  in  RTCA 
Conference  Room  261,  1717  H  Street. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C..  commencing 
at  9:30  a.m. 

The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman’s  Introductory 
Remarks;  (2)  Approval  of  Minutes  of 
Second  Meeting  held  October  17  and 
18,  1978:  (3)  Discussion  of  Revised  An¬ 
tenna  Test  Procedures;  and  (4)  Other 
Business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present 
oral  statements  at  the  meeting.  Per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  present  oral  state¬ 
ments  or  obtain  information  should 
contact  the  RTCA  Secretariat.  1717  H 
Street.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006: 
(202)  296-0484.  Any  member  of  the 
public  may  present  a  written  state¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  at  any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  12.  1979. 

Karl  F.  Bierach, 
Designated  Officer. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5829  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-13-Mj 

RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR  AERO¬ 
NAUTICS  (RTCA),  SPECIAL  COMMITTEE 
140— VHF  AIR-GROUND  TECHNOLOGY  AND 
SPECTRUM  UTILIZATION 

Maating 

Pursuant  to  section  10(aK2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the 
RTCA  Special  Committee  140  on  VHP 
Air-Ground  Technology  and  Spectrum 
Utilization  to  be  held  March  13-14, 
1979,  in  RTCA  Conference  Room  261, 
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1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 
commencing  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman’s  Remarks:  (2) 
Approval  of  Minutes  of  First  Meeting 
held  January  17-18,  1979;  (3)  Review 
Draft  Report  Prepared  at  the  First 
Meeting;  (4)  Consideration  of  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  Paper  on 
VHF  Amplitude  Modulation  Emissions 
Spectra  and  Theoretical  Off-Frequen¬ 
cy  Rejection  for  12.5  kHz  Adjacent 
Channels;  (5)  Consideration  of  Collins 
Radio  Paper  on  Single  Side  Band  and 
Amplitude  Modulation  Emissions  for 
use  in  the  VHF  Band;  and  (6)  Other 
Business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present 
oral  statements  at  the  meeting.  Per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  present  oral  state¬ 
ments  or  obtain  information  should 
contact  the  RTCA  Secretariat,  1717  H 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006; 
(202)  296-0484.  Any  member  of  the 
public  may  present  a  written  state¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  at  any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  12.  1979. 

Karl  F.  Bierach. 

Designated  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.  79-5828  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


National  Highwoy  Traffic  Safety 
Adminictrafion 

ROBERT  P.  BRYAN,  SR. 

Denial  of  Petition  To  Conduct  Defect 
Proceeding  • 

This  notice  sets  forth  the  reasons 
for  denial  of  a  petition  to  commence  a 
proceeding  to  determine  whether  a 
defect  related  to  motor  vehicle  safety 
exists  in  a  vehicle.  This  notice  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  section  124 
of  the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicle  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1381  et 
seq.)  which  provides  that  the  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion  must  grant  or  deny  such  petition 
within  120  days  of  receipt,  and  “If  the 
Secretary  denies  such  petition  he  shall 
publish  in  the  Federal  Register  his 
reasons  for  such  denial”  (section 
124(d)). 

On  August  21,  1978,  Mr.  Robert  P. 
Bryan,  Sr.  of  Raleigh,  North  Carolina, 
wrote  the  agency  alleging  problems  in 
the  right  front  strut  rod  of  1973  Plym¬ 
outh  Duster  passenger  cars.  The  agen¬ 
cy’s  investigation  included  all  1972-75 
Plymouth  Valiant/Duster  and  Dodge 
Dart  vehicles,  and  included  a  search  of 
NHTSA’s  consumer  complaint  file, 
manufacturer  sendee  bulletin  file, 
parts  return  program,  defects  investi¬ 
gation,  and  engineering  analysis.  In¬ 
formation  from  Chrysler  Corporation 


indicated  that  the  total  number  of 
complaints  alleging  strut  rod  failure 
was  8,  from  a  population  of  2.25  mil¬ 
lion  vehicles  (the  rod  was  first  used  in 
1962).  Warranty  claims  and  replace¬ 
ment  parts  sales  did  not  indicate  a 
problem  either.  Since  there  was  no 
reasonable  possibility  that  a  notifica¬ 
tion  and  remedy  order  would  be  issued 
at  the  conclusion  of  the  requested  in¬ 
vestigation  Mr.  Bryan’s  petition  was 
denied. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  318 
(15  U.S.C.  1392.  1407);  sec.  106,  Pub.  L.  93- 
492,  88  Stat.  1482  (15  U.S.C.  1410);  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50  and  501.8) 

Issued  on  February  16,  1979. 

Frank  Berndt, 
Associate  Admin  istra  tor 
for  Enfcrcemen  t. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5748  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4810-22-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Customs  Service 

1521116] 

AMERICAN  MANUFACTURER’S  PETITION 

Extension  of  Time  for  Comments  Concerning  an 
American  Manufacturer’s  Petition  To  Reclas¬ 
sify  Sheets  of  Acrylic  Resin 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Customs  Sendee,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  extension  of  time 
for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  extends  the 
period  of  time  permitted  for  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  comments  in  respon.se  to  a 
recent  American  manufacturer’s  peti¬ 
tion  to  the  Customs  Service  to  reclas¬ 
sify  certain  sheets  of  acrylic  resin. 
This  extension  will  permit  the  prepa¬ 
ration  and  submission  of  more  detailed 
comments  by  interested  members  of 
the  public. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  March  12.  1979. 

ADDRESS:  Comments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Commis.sioner  of  Cu.stoms,  Attention; 
Regulations  and  Legal  Publications 
Division,  Room  2335,  U.S.  Customs 
Servdee,  1301  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Donald  F.  Cahill,  Classification  and 
Value  Division,  U.S.  Customs  Serv¬ 
ice,  1301  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20229  (202-566- 
8181). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
On  January  12,  1979,  the  Customs 
Service  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (44  FR  2745)  a  notice  of  receipt 


of  an  American  manufacturer’s  peti¬ 
tion,  filed  under  section  516  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1516).  The  petitioner  requests 
that  importations  of  sheets  of  acrylic 
resin,  regardless  of  dimension  or  thick¬ 
ness,  be  classified  under  the  provision 
for  sheets  wholly  or  almost  wholly  of 
plastics,  not  of  cellulosic  plastic  mate¬ 
rials,  of  acrylic  resin,  in  item  771.45, 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
(TSUS).  Sheets  of  acrylic  resin  meas¬ 
uring  over  15  inches  in  width  and  18 
inches  in  length  are  currently  classifi¬ 
able  under  the  provision  for  other 
sheets,  wholly  or  almost  wholly  of 
rubber  or  plastics,  not  of  cellulosic 
plastic  materials,  flexible,  in  item 
771.42,  TSUS,  provided  the  sheets  can 
be  easily  bent,  turned,  or  twisted  by 
hand  without  being  broken,  cracked, 
or  permanently  distorted  upon  return¬ 
ing  by  themselves  to  their  original 
shape. 

Comments 

Comments  concerning  the  American 
manufacturer’s  petition  were  to  have 
been  received  on  or  before  February 
12,  1979.  However,  the  Customs  Serv¬ 
ice  has  been  requested  to  extend  the 
period  of  time  for  submission  of  com¬ 
ments  in  order  to  allow  additional 
time  for  the  preparation  of  a  response 
to  the  American  manufacturer’s  peti¬ 
tion.  As  a  result,  the  period  of  time  for 
submission  of  comments  is  extended  to 
March  12,  1979. 

Dated:  February  16, 1979. 

Donald  W.  Lewis, 
Acting  Assistant  Commissioner, 
Regulations  and  Rulings. 

IFR  Doc.  79-5965  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4830-01 -M] 

Internal  Revenua  Sorvica 
COMMISSIONER’S  ADVISORY  GROUP 
Open  Meeting 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Com¬ 
missioner’s  Advisory  Group  on  March 
15  and  16,  1979,  in  room  3313  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service  Building. 
The  building  is  located  at  1111  CoiLstl- 
tution  Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
The  meeting  will  begin  at  10:00  a.m. 
on  March  15  and  9:00  a.m.  on  March 
16.  The  agenda  will  include  the  follow¬ 
ing  topics: 

Thursday,  March  15 

Offers  in  Compromise 
Ethics  in  Government  Act  of  1978 
Centralized  Authorization  File 
IRA  Assistance  to  the  Elderly  Under 
Revenue  Act  of  1978,  VITA,  and 
Earned  Income  Credit  Awareness 
Large  Case  Audit  Procedures 
Single  Level  of  Appeals 
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Friday,  March  16 

Special  Audit  Techniques  and  Proce¬ 
dures 

Actions  Regarding  Matters  Raised  at 
Previous  Meetings 

The  meeting,  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  will  be  in  a  room  that  ac¬ 
commodates  approximately  50  people. 
After  the  Committee  members  finish 
discussing  the  items  on  the  agenda, 
there  may  be  time  for  statements  by 
non-members.  If  you  want  to  make  a 
statement  at  the  meeting,  or  if  you 
would  like  the  Committee  to  consider 
a  written  statement,  please  call  or 
write  to  Lauralee  A.  Matthews,  Assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Commissioner,  1111  Consti¬ 
tution  Avenue.  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20224. 

This  document  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  significant  regulations  set 
forth  in  paragraph  8  of  the  Treasury 
directive  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  Wednesday,  November  8, 
1978  (43  FR  52120). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Lauralee  A.  Matthews,  Assistant  to 
the  Conunissioner,  202-566-4390  (not 
toll  free). 

Jerome  Kurtz, 
Commissioner. 

February  27, 1979. 

[PR  Doc.  79-6308  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[4810-25-M] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

IMPORTED  STEEL  MILL  PRODUCTS  TRIGGER 
PRICE  MECHANISM 

Second  Quarter  1979  Revision  of  Trigger  Prices 

The  Treasury  Department  hereby 
announces  steel  mill  product  trigger 
prices  for  the  second  quarter  of  1979. 
These  trigger  prices  are  used  by  the 
Treasury  Department  to  monitor  the 
prices  of  steel  mill  product  imports  for 
the  possible  initiation  of  dumping  in¬ 
vestigations  under  the  Antidumping 
Act.  Each  quarter  Treasury  reviews 
the  cost  of  Japanese  steel  production 
and  revises  trigger  prices  as  dictated 
by  cost  changes. 

Second  quarter  trigger  base  prices 
and  extras  for  steel  mill  products  of 
the  integrated  steel  producers,  which 
account  for  90  percent  of  U.S.  steel 
mill  imports,  are  unchanged  from 
their  first  quarter  levels. 

The  cost  estimates  for  the  second 
quarter,  on  which  trigger  prices  are 
based,  are  calculated  using  a  197  yen/ 
dollar  exchange  rate.  The  resulting  de¬ 
crease  in  Japanese  steel  production 
costs  is  accompanied  by  decreases  in 
other  cost  factors  and  increases  result¬ 
ing  from  the  decline  in  the  five-year 


capacity  utilization  of  the  Japanese  in¬ 
tegrated  producers. 

The  TPM  included  a  “flexibility 
band”  of  5  percent  to  moderate  price 
fluctuations,  particularly  those  due  to 
exchange  rate  changes.  This  band  was 
used  in  establishing  trigger  prices  for 
the  first  quarter  of  1979  at  3  percent 
below  Treasury’s  estimated  total  pro¬ 
duction  costs  which  had  increased  by 
10  percent.  1.2  percent  of  the  amount 
used  in  the  last  quarter  is  being  re¬ 
stored. 

The  trigger  prices  of  steel  mill  prod¬ 
ucts  of  electric  fiumace  producers  will 
decrease  .8  percent  for  Group  A  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  .7  percent  for  Group  B  and 
Group  C  products.  These  prices  reflect 
cost  decreases  of  2.0  percent  and  1.9 
percent,  and  the  use  of  1.2  percent  of 
the  flexibility  band. 

I.  Integrated  Producers 

Treasury  calculated  the  cost  of  pro¬ 
ducing  steel  in  Japan  for  the  second 
quarter  trigger  prices  based  on  a  197 
yen/dollar  exchange  ratio  (the  aver¬ 
age  rate  between  December  11,  1978, 
and  February  9,  1979)  and  a  recent 
cost  submission  by  Japan’s  Ministry  of 
International  ’Trade  and  Industry 
(MITI).  This  submission  updates  the 
complete  cost  information  on  the  six 
major  Japanese  steel  producers  pro¬ 
vided  by  MITI  in  late  1977  and  early 
1978  for  the  original  TPM  cost  calcula¬ 
tions. 

’Treasury  has  reviewed  the  MITI 
submission  and  has  conducted  in- 
depth  discussions  with  MITI  repre¬ 
sentatives  to  probe  the  cost  submission 
and  obtain  additional  data.  The  MITI 
data  was  further  verified  through 
comparison,  where  possible,  with  pub¬ 
lished  information  including  the  fi¬ 
nancial  statements  of  the  six  major 
Japanese  steel  firms  for  the  first  half 
of  their  1978  fiscal  year.  April  through 
September  1978,  and  other  informa¬ 
tion  available  to  the  Department. 

Table  1  below  shows  the  resulting 
average  cost  per  ton  of  finished  prod¬ 
uct  for  integrated  producers. 

Table  1— Japanese  Costs  of  Production 
Estimates:  Integrated  Steel  Producers 

(U.S.  dollars  per  ton  of  finished  product] 


First  Second 
quarter  quarter 
1979  1979 


Basic  Raw  Materials . 

......$116.20 

.  81.70 

$119.03 

72.21 

Labor . . . 

......  97.75 

.  33.99 

94.07 

28.65 

27.58 

29.72 

_ _  27.34 

25.96 

Profit* . 

Yield  Credit . 

.  26.37 

. .  (11.34) 

25.12 

(10.82) 

Total  Cost  per  MT . 

Total  Cost  per  NT . 

_  399.59 

_  362.51 

383.94 

348.31 

•Profit =.08  (Raw  materials  +  labor  +  other  ex¬ 
penses). 


The  $14  decrease  in  cost  per  net  ton 
from  costs  used  to  establish  first  quar¬ 
ter  trigger  prices  reflects  several 
changes  in  cost  components,  the  larg¬ 
est  being  the  depreciation  of  the  yen 
relative  to  the  dollar  from  187  yen/ 
dollar  during  the  two-month  time 
period  used  for  the  first  quarter  cost 
calculation  (the  average  for  Septem¬ 
ber  4  through  November  3)  to  197 
yen/dollar  during  the  period  used  for 
the  second  quarter  calculation.  Alone, 
the  yen  depreciation  accounted  for 
about  a  $13  decrease  in  the  cost  esti¬ 
mates. 

This  decrease  was  partially  offset  by 
a  decrease  in  the  capacity  utilization 
average  resulting  from  a  roU-over  of 
the  five-year  capacity  utilization  aver¬ 
age.  The  five-year  period  now  covers 
1974-1978;  thus  1978,  a  year  of  low  uti¬ 
lization  for  the  six  integrated  produc¬ 
ers,  replaced  1973,  a  year  of  high  utili¬ 
zation,  in  the  calculation  of  the  aver¬ 
age.  ’This  caused  a  decrease  of  approxi¬ 
mately  five  percentage  points  in  the 
five-year  capacity  utilization  average 
and  almost  a  $7  increase  in  the  cost  es¬ 
timate. 

Continued  conversion  to  continuous 
casting  allowed  the  Japanese  industry 
to  improve  its  ingot-to-product  yield; 
this  improvement  produces  about  a  $4 
decrease  in  Japanese  steel  production 
costs.  ’Treasury  analysts  consider  a 
portion  of  the  yield  rates  reported  by 
MITI  to  represent  the  production  of 
secondary  material;  hence,  instead  of 
the  87.5  percent  yield  rate  reported  by 
MITI,  'Treasury  utilized  83.7  percent. 
The  difference  between  those  two  fig¬ 
ures  is  treated  as  secondary  quality 
material  and  valued  as  such  in  the  cost 
calculations  (yield  credit). 

Changes  in  the  cost  of  materials  and 
capital— some  increases  and  some  de¬ 
creases— resulted  in  a  net  cost  saving 
of  about  $4.  This  net  saving  is  the 
result  of  cost-cutting  measures  taken 
by  the  integrated  producers  as  well  as 
bargaining  with  their  suppliers.  Most 
of  the  increase  in  labor  costs  during 
1978  was  accounted  for  in  ’Treasury’s 
third  quarter  1978  ’TPM  cost  estimate, 
following  the  integrated  producers’ 
Spring  negotiations  with  their  work 
force. 

II.  Electric  Furnace  Producers 

Japan’s  electric  furnace  steel  pro¬ 
ducers  have  no  uniform  fiscal  year; 
hence,  MITI  was  unable  to  provide  a 
similar  fresh  data  submission  for  these 
producers  as  a  whole.  However,  Treas¬ 
ury  adjusted  its  estimates  of  electric 
furnace  production  costs  to  reflect  the 
depreciation  of  the  yen.  Table  2  shows 
the  second  quarter  ’TPM  estimates  of 
electric  furnace  production  costs. 

A  careful  review  of  other  cost  com¬ 
ponents  with  particular  attention  paid 
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to  the  cost  of  scrap,  which  accounts 
for  nearly  50  percent  of  the  produc¬ 
tion  costs  of  electric  furnace  products, 
indicated  that  no  other  change  is  re¬ 
quired  in  our  cost  estimates.  A  scrap 
cost  increase  was  shown  in  the  third 
quarter  of  1978  and  a  raise  negotiated 
in  labor  wages  was  shown  in  the 
fourth  quarter. 

TABLE  2 


Japanese  Production  Costs;  Electric  Furnace  Products 


(U.S. 

dollars  per 

metric 

ton  of  finished 

product) 

Group 
1st  Qtr. 
1979 

Ai' 

?nd  Qtr. 
1979 

Group  B-^ 

1st  Qtr.  2nd  Qtr. 

1979  1979 

3/ 

Group  C- 

1st  Qtr.  2nd  Qtr. 

1979  1979 

Basic  Raw  Materials 

$165.76 

$157.81 

$178.22 

$169.92 

$164.30 

$156.74 

Other  Raw  Materials 

35.76 

34.76 

42.24  • 

41 .08 

38.61 

37.55 

Labor 

32.43 

30.80 

36.92 

35.05 

25.85 

24.56 

Other  Expenses 

'  12.91 

12.25 

15.76 

14.96 

16.27 

15.45 

Depreciation 

7.02 

6.67 

8.93 

8.48 

7.19 

6.82 

Interest 

7.89 

7.47 

11.27 

10.69 

7.23 

6.86 

Profit-^ 

19.75 

18.85 

21.85 

20.88 

19.60 

18.74 

Scrap  Credit 

(2.98) 

(2.83) 

(3.36) 

(3.19) 

(2.94) 

(2.79) 

Total  $/MT 

$278.54 

$265.78 

$311.83 

$297.87 

$276.11 

$263.93 

Total  $/NT 

$252.69 

$241.11 

$282.89 

$270.23 

$250.48 

$239.44 

— ^Group  A  products  are  equal  angles,  unequal  angels,  channels,  and  I-beams. 

— ^Group  B  products  are  hot  rolled  strip  from  bar  mills;  merchant  quality  hot  bars;  hot 
rolled  round  bars,  squares,  and  round  cornered  squares;  and  bar  size  channels. 

5^Group  C  products  are  concrete  reinforcing  bars,  plain  and  deformed. 

4/Proflt».08  (Raw  materials  ♦  labor  +  other  expenses) 
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III.  Other  Factors 

At  Treasury’s  request,  MITI  also 
submitted  an  update  of  the  freight 
and  handling  costs  of  shipping  steel 
from  Japan  to  the  United  States.  TPM 
freight  rates  will  uniformly  increase 
$1  for  the  second  quarter,  and  the 
West  Coast  handling  charge  will  in¬ 
crease  by  $2. 

IV.  Revision  Schedule 

MITI  requested  that  trigger  prices 
be  revised  only  semi-annually  instead 
of  quarterly  as  is  Treasury’s  current 
practice.  Treasury  does  not  feel  that  a 
change  in  methodology  is  warranted 
at  this  time. 

V.  Replacement  Pages 

Replacement  pages  hereby  issued 
for  electric  furnace  products  follow. 

Dated:  February  15,  1979. 

Robert  H.  Mundheim, 
General  Counsel. 
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NOTICES 


[4910-13-C] 

STANDARD  CARBON  STEEL  CHANNELS.  ASTH  ABB 


Category  AISl  3,9 


Tariff  Schedule  Number  (s)  609.8041  O.le/lb. 

609.8070  O.U/lb. 

Base  Price  per  Metric  Ton  1st  Qtr.  2nd  Qtr. 

S276  $274 

Charges  to  CIF  Ocean  Freight  Handling 

West  Coast  $24  $9 

Gulf  Coast  $27  5 

Atlantic  Coast  $30  4 

Great  Lakes  $36  4 


Interest 


$4 

S 

5 

7 


Insurance  IX  of  base  price  ♦  e»tras  ♦ocean  freight 


E«tras 
Site  E«tra 


UNEQUAL  LEG  CARBON  STEEL  ANGLES  ASTM  A- 36 


Category  AISI  3,9 

Tariff  Schedule  Number  (s)  609. 8035  C.U/lb. 

609.8050  O.U/lb. 


Base  Price  per  Metric  Ton  1st  Quarter 


2nd  Quarter 


Charges  to  CIF 


✓ 


$290 


Ocean  Freight 


$288 


Handl Ing 


Interest 


West  Coast 

$24 

Gulf  Coast 

$27 

Atlantic  Coast 

$30 

Great  Lakes 

$36 

$9 

5 

4 

4 


$4 

5 

S 

7 


Insurance  It  of  base  price  ♦  extras  eocean  freight 


Extras 
Size  Extra 


% 


SIZE  EXTRAS 
($/MT) 


SIZE 

1st  Quarter 

2nd  Quarter 

Cl 

13 

13 

C3 

Base 

Base 

C4 

Base 

Base 

C6 

13 

13 

C8 

20 

20 

CIO 

20 

20 

C12 

26 

26 

CIS 

26 

26 

SIZE  EXTRAS 
($/HT) 


SIZE 

1st  Quarter 

2nd  Quartei 

3*  X  3“ 

13 

13 

3-1/2"  x3“ 

13 

13 

4*  X  3' 

Base 

Base 

5"  X  3“ 

Base 

Base 

6'  1  3-1/2‘ 

13 

13 

6“  X  4" 

13 

13 

8"  X  4” 

13 

13 
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iOUAl  LEG  CARBON  STtll  ANGLES  ASTM  A36 


STANDARD  CARBON  STEEL  “1*  BEANS  ASTM  A36 


tetejory  AISJ  3,9  N 

Tariff  Schedule  Number  (s)  609.6035  0.1</Tb. 

609.6050  0.1</1b. 

Base  Frice  per  Netric  Ton  1$t  Quarter  2nd  Quarter 

$261  $259 


thargea  to  CIF 


Ocean  Freight  Handling 


Interest 


Nest  Coast 

$24 

Gulf  Coast 

$27 

Atlantic  Coast 

$30 

Great  Lakes 

$36 

$9 

S 

4 

4 


$4 

S 

5 

6 


Insurance  It  of  base  price  ♦  eatras  *  ocean  freight 


latras 
Si7e  Extra 


Category  AISI  3,9 


Tariff  Schedule  Humber  (s)  609.6045  0.1t/1b. 

609.6090  0.1t/1b. 

Base  Price  per  Hetric  Ton  Tst  Quarter 

I 

$31B 

Charges  to  CIF  Ocean  Freight  Handling 

Nest  Coast  $24  $9 

Gulf  Coast  $27  5 

Atlantic  Coast  $30  5 

Great  Lakes  $36  4 


Insurance  It  of  base  price  *  extras  4  ocean 


Extras 

1.  Size  Extra 


Sm  RTRAS 

SIZE  EXTRAS 

($/HT) 

($/HT) 

S17F 

1st  Quarter 

2nd  Quarter 

SI2E 

1st  Quarter 

S12  X  31.6  1b. /ft 

Base 

1"  X  r 

20 

20 

S8  X  18.4  1b. /ft 

Base 

1-1/2"  » 

1-1/2" 

9 

9 

S6  X  12.5  Ib./ft 

13 

2"  X  2" 

Base 

Base 

S4  X  7.7  Ib./ft 

13 

3"  X  3" 

Base 

Base 

4"  X  4" 

Base 

Base 

SIZE  EXTRAS  JUNIOR  BEANS 

5"  X  5" 

20 

20 

H-12"  X  11.8  Ib./ft 

Base 

6"  X  6" 

32 

32 

H-10"  X  B.O  Ib./ft 

Base 

8"  X  8" 

32 

32 

H-8"  X  6.5  Ib./ft 

13 

M-6"  X  4.4  Ib./ft 

35 

2nd  Quarter 
$315 

Interest 

$4 

6 

6 

7 

freight 


2nd  Quarter 
Base 
Base 
13 
13 

Base 

Base 

13 

35 
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PLAIN  AND  DEF(»NED  CARBON  STEU  CONCRETE  REINFORCING  BARS  ASTN  AC1S 


HOT  ROLLED  CARBON  STEEL  BAR  SIZE  CHANNEL  ASTM  A16 


Category  AISI  6 

Tariff  Schedule  Nuaber  (s)  608. 4000  7  1/27 

608.4100  7  1/81 


Category  AISI  9 

Tariff  Schedule  N-jrober  (s)  608.8070  -  O.IC  per  lb. 

1st  Ouartcr  2nd  Ouarter 


Base  Price  per  Hetric  Ton 

1st  Quarter 

2nd  Quarter 

Base  Price  per 

Metric  Ton 

$384 

$381 

$257 

$255 

Charges  to  CIF 

Ocean  Freight 

Handling 

Interest 

Charges  to  CIF 

Ocean  Freight 

Handling 

Interest 

West  Coast 

$24 

$9 

$6 

West  Coast 

$24 

$9 

$4 

Gulf  Coast 

27 

5 

7 

Gulf  Coast 

'  $27 

5 

5 

Atlantic  Coast 

30 

4 

7 

Atlantic  Coast 

$30 

4 

5 

Great  Lakes 

36 

4 

9 

Great  Laies 

$36 

4 

1 

Insurance  1»  of  base  price  ♦  extras  ♦  ocean  freight 

Insurance  1*  of  base  price  ♦  extras  ♦  ocean  freight 


Extras  Extras 

1.  Size  Extras  1.  Size  Extras 

2.  Grade  Extras 


SIZE  AND  GRADE  EXTRAS 
(t/KT) 


SIZE  EXTR/. 
<S/KT) 


1st  Quarter 

2nd  Quarter 

GRA9E  40 

Extra 

Extra 

1st  Ouarter 

2nd  Ouarter 

*3 

16 

16 

n 

9 

9 

SIZE 

EXTRA* 

EXTRA 

a  5  THROUGH  »10 

Base 

'  Base 

1"  X  1/2"  X  1/8" 

66 

66 

#11  THROUGH  #12 

16 

16 

1-1/4'  X  1/2'  X  1/8’ 

40 

40 

1-1/2'  X  1/2'  X  1/8" 

40 

40 

GRADE  60 

2'  X  1'  X  I  'B" 

13 

13 

#3 

32 

32 

2'  X  1'  X  3/16’ 

BASE 

BASE 

#c 

26 

26 

#5  THROUGH  #10 

18 

18 

#11  THROUGH  #12 

32 

32 
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MEI»CHANT  OUALITY  MOT  ROLLED  CARBON  STEEL  S0UARE6  AND 
ROUND  CORNERED  SOUARES  A5TM  A  U  Or  AISl  1020 


HERCHANT  QUALITY  HOT  ROLLED  CARBON  STEEL  ROUND 
BAR  ASTM  A3e  or  AISI  1020 


Calegoi y  AlSl  10 
Tariff  Schedule  Nunber  (s) 


Base  mce  per  Metric  Ton 


608.4660-7* 

1st  Quarter 
,$320 


Category  AlSl  10 
Tariff  Schedule  Number  (s) 


608.4540-7* 


2nd  Ouarter 
$318 


Base  Price  per  Metric  Ton 
Charoes  to  Cir  Ocean  Freight 


1st  Ouarter  2nd  Quarter 
S320  $318 


Charges  to  CIF 

Ocean  Freight 

Handling 

Interest 

West  Coast 

$24 

$9 

West  Coast 

$24 

89 

$5 

Gulf  Coast 

27 

5 

Gulf  Coast 

27 

5 

6 

Atlantic  Coast 

30 

4 

Atlantic  Coast 

30 

4 

6 

Great  Lakes 

36 

4 

Great  Lakes 

36 

4 

8 

Insurance 

1*  of  base  price 

4  extras 

Insurance 

1*  of  base  price 

*  extris  4  ocean 

freight 

ETitxas 

1.  Sire  Extra 


Extras 

1.  Size  Extra 


SIZE  EXTRAS 
(S/MT) 


SIZE  EXTRA 
I S/MT) 


19T  Quarter 

2nd  Ouarter 

1st  Ouarter 

2nd  Ouarter 

SIZE 

EXTRA 

DIAMETER 

EXTRA 

EXTRA 

3/8" 

40 

90 

7/16" 

40 

90 

7/16* 

26 

2b 

1/2" 

13 

13 

1/2" 

20 

20 

5/8*  to  1“ 

BASE 

BASE 

5/8" 

7 

7 

1-1/3"  to  2" 

13 

13 

3/4"  to  1-3/4* 

BASE 

BASE 

2-1/4"  to  3" 

24 

29 

2" 

14 

14 

2-1/4"  to  3" 

26 

26 
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MERCHM.'T  DUALITY  CARBON  STEEL  FLAT  BARS  ASTM  A?6  OR  AISI  1020 


Category  AISI  10 

Tariff  Schedule  Njnbcr  (e)  f06.4t'20-7» 


Base  Price  per  Kctric  Ton 


1st  Ouarter  2nd  Ouarter 


$291  $289 


jes  to  CIF 

Ocean  Freight 

Handling 

Interest 

West  Coast 

$24 

$9 

$4 

Gulf  Coast 

27 

S 

6 

Atlantic  Coast 

30 

4 

6 

Great  LaV.es 

36 

4 

7 

Insurance  It  of  base  price  ♦  extras  ♦  ocean  freight 


Extras 

1.  Sire  Extra 


SIZR  EXTRA 


(1)  Flat  Bar 


1st  and  2nd  Quarters 


(U.S«  $  per  Metric  Ton) 


r-  — 1 

j  Width/  ?  1/2’; 
i  Thicknesd 

■  _ ?  - 

5/8- 

_ 

1 

1" 

. 

1  1/4-^ 

_ 

1  1/2- 

1-3/4- 

2- 

2  1/2- 

3- 

3  1/2' 

4- 

5- 

6- 

-  1 
7-  8-  1 

i  3/i«" 

1  53 

39 

33 

20 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

. 

4 

4 

4 

• 

i 

4  J 

1/4- 

1  46 

33 

26 

6 

6 

P 

B 

b’ 

P 

15 

*  1 

i  3/8" 

^  * 

* 

26 

13 

®  ■ 

P 

B 

n 

B 

p 

B 

B 

16  j 

1/2- 

1  . 

a 

* 

13 

6 

6 

6 

P 

n 

p 

B 

B 

16  ! 

5/8" 

* 

* 

26 

13 

11 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

16  i 

3/4- 

5  * 

* 

* 

26 

13 

13 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

i 

,6  .j 

1  7/8- 

• 

* 

* 

4 

* 

* 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

16  j 

1 

1  1" 

• 

* 

26 

26 

26 

i" 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

16  j 

1  1  1/8- 

!  * 

* 

4 

* 

4 

4 

•  * 

• 

10 

.0 

10 

10 

10 

21 

[  1  1/4- 

i  * 

* 

* 

* 

* 

4 

4 

4 

* 

16 

16 

16 

16 

16 

26  1 

!  1  1/2- 

* 

* 

;  * 

4 

i 

4 

4 

4 

4 

21 

21 

21 

21 

21 

” 

1 

1 _ _ 

i 

_ 

_ _ 

_ 

_ 1 

_ 1 

Bs  Base 


•:  Not  available 
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HOT  ROLLED  CARBON  STEEL  STRIP.  PRODUCED  ON  BAR  MILLS,  CUT  LENGTHS 


CRtcgory  AISI  29 

Tariff  Schedule  Nuiiiber(s)  609.0220  -  6* 

609.0320  -  8  l/2v 
609.0420  -  9  1/21 


First  Quarter 

Second  ( 

Base  Price  per  Metric  Ton 

S32S 

$323 

Charges  to  CIF 

Ocean  Freight 

Handling 

Interest 

West  Coast 

$24 

$9 

$S 

Gulf  Coast 

27 

S 

7 

Atlantic  Coast 

30 

4 

7 

Great  Lakes 

36 

4 

B 

Insurance  It  of  base  price  ♦  extras  ♦  ocean  freight 


Extras 

1.  Thickness/Uidth 


WIDTH  AND  THICKNESS  EXTRAS 
($/MT) 

1st  and  2nd  Quarter 

Thickness 

Width 

Extra 

0.125  Inches 

0.50  Inches 

26 

0.125  Inches 

0.625  Inches 

5 

0.125  Inches 

0.750  Inches 

Base 

0.125  Inches 

1.000  Inches 

Base 

0.125  Inches 

1.250  Inches 

Base 

0.125  Inches 

1.500  Inches 

Base 

0.125  Inches 

1.750  Inches 

Base 

0.125  Inches 

2.000  Inches 

Base 

[FR  Doc.  79-5820  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[7035-01-M] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Volume  No.  14] 

PERMANENT  AUTHORITY  DECISIONS 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  February  14.  1979. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  notice  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  to  file  a  protest, 
within  30  days,  will  be  considered  as  a 
waiver  of  opposition  to  the  applica¬ 
tion.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  Rule  247(e)(3)  of 
the  Rules  of  Practice  which  requires 
that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  con¬ 
tain  a  detailed  statement  of  Protes¬ 
tant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding,  (as 
specifically  noted  below),  and  shall 
specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but 
shall  not  include  issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally.  A  protestant 
should  include  a  copy  of  the  specific 
portions  of  its  authority  which  protes¬ 
tant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  in  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribe  in  detail  the  method— whether 
by  joinder,  interline,  or  other  means— 
by  which  protestant  would  use  such 
authority  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the 
service  proposed.  Protests  not  in  rea¬ 
sonable  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  rules  may  be  rejected. 
The  original  and  one  copy  of  the  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive.  or  upon  applicant  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named.  If  the  protest  in¬ 
cludes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules 
and  shall  include  the  certification  re¬ 
quired  in  that  section. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application 
shall  promptly  request  that  it  be  dis¬ 
missed.  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
an  application  under  the  procedures  of 
the  Commission  will  result  in  its  dis¬ 
missal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will 
not  be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 


amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  Find:  With  the  exceptions  of 
those  applications  involving  duly 
noted  problems  (e.g.,  unresolved 
common  control,  unresolved  fitness 
questions,  and  jurisdictional  problems) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
common  carrier  applicant  has  demon¬ 
strated  that  its  proposed  service  is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity,  and  that  each  contract  carri¬ 
er  applicant  qualifies  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier  and  its  proposed  contract  carrier 
service  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  national  trans¬ 
portation  policy.  Each  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
the  service  proposed  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle 
IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted  this  decision  is  nei¬ 
ther  a  major  Federal  action  signifi¬ 
cantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major  regu¬ 
latory  action  under  the  Energy  Policy 
and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find,  pre¬ 
liminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
which  is  expressly  reserv'ed,  to  impose 
such  conditions  as  it  finds  necessary  to 
insure  that  applicant’s  operations 
shall  conform  to  the  provisions  of  49 
U.S.C..  10930  [formerly  section  210  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act]. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  on  or  before  April  2. 
1979  (or,  if  the  application  later  be¬ 
comes  unopposed),  appropriate  au¬ 
thority  will  be  issued  to  each  applicant 
(except  those  with  duly  noted  prob¬ 
lems)  upon  compliance  with  certain  re¬ 
quirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  effectiveness  of  this  de¬ 
cision-notice.  To  the  extent  that  the 
authority  sought  below  may  duplicate 
an  applicant’s  existing  authority,  such 
duplication  shall  not  be  construed  as 
conferring  more  than  a  single  operat¬ 
ing  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all  spe¬ 
cific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  senuce  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision- 
notice,  or  the  application  of  a  non¬ 
complying  applicant  shall  stand 
denied. 


By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  2.  Members  Boyle,  Eaton,  and 
Liberman. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

MC  3114  (Sub-32F),  filed  November 
22.  1978.  Applicant:  T.  H.  COMPTON. 
INC.,  R.F.D.  No.  1.  Berkeley  Springs, 
WV  25411.  Representative:  Herbert 
Alan  Dubin,  1320  Fenwick  Lane,  Silver 
Spring,  MD  20910,  To  operate  as  a 
Common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregrular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  machinery,  and  machine 
parts,  between  the  facilities  of  (1) 
Commercial  Shearing,  Inc.,  at  (a) 
Youngstown.  OH.  (b)  Berkeley 
Springs,  WV,  and  (c)  Hagerstown.  MD, 
(2)  Gregory  Galvanizing  Co.,  at 
Canton,  OH,  (3)  Dura  Bond.  Inc.,  at 
Export,  PA.  (4)  Young  Galvanizing 
Co.,  at  I*ulaski,  PA,  (5)  Hanlon  Greg¬ 
ory  Co.,  at  Pittsburgh,  PA.  and  (6) 
Commercial  Stamping  and  Forging  at 
Bedford  Park,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI.) 

MC  11207  (Sub-463F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  29,  1978.  Applicant:  DEATON, 
INC.,  a  Delaware  Corporation.  317 
Ave.  W,  P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham, 
AL  35201.  Representative:  Kim  D. 
Mann,  Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin 
Ave.,  Washington.  DC  20014.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  Common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  iron  and  steel  railway  car  and 
locomotive  axles  and  wheels,  (a)  from 
Bessemer  and  Calera,  AL.  to  points  in 
TX,  and  (2)  from  Corsicana,  TX,  to 
points  in  AL.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas, 
TX,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  13134  (Sub-59P).  filed  November 
20.  1978.  Applicant:  GRANT  TRUCK¬ 
ING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  256,  Oak  Hill.  OH 
45656.  Representative:  David  A.  R. 
Turano,  100  East  Broad  Street.  Colum¬ 
bus.  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
Common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  high-temperature  bonding 
cement  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodity  in 
(1)  above,  between  the  facilities  of  (a) 
Allied  Mineral  Products,  Inc.,  and  (b) 
Minro-Tek,  Inc,  in  Franklin  County, 
OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  NY,  NJ,  PA.  MD.  KY, 
WV.  IN.  and  IL,  and  points  in  the 
Lower  Peninsular  of  MI.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC-20824  (Sub-39F).  filed  November 
20.  1978.  Applicant:  COMMERCIAL 
MOTOR  FREIGHT.  INC.  of  Indiana. 
2141  S.  High  School  Rd.,  Indianapolis. 
IN  46241.  Representative:  Alki  E.  Sco- 
pelitis.  1301  Merchants  Plaza,  Indiana¬ 
polis,  IN  46204.  To  operate  as  a 
Common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
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interstate  or  foreign  conunerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  the  facilities  of 
Basic  Steel  Corporation,  at  or  near  Ri- 
verdale,  IL,  to  Greenville,  OH.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN.  or  Chicago, 
IL). 

MC  .23618  (Sub-44F),  filed  January 
10.  1979.  Applicant:  McALISTER 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  d.b.a.  MATCO,  P.O.  Box  2377, 
Abilene.  TX  79604.  Representative:  E. 
Larry  Wells,  P.O.  Box  45538,  Dallas, 
TX  75245.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  pipe  cou¬ 
plings,  pilings,  well  casings,  well 
screens,  and  tubing,  from  the  facilities 
of  Stanron  Supply  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Lubbock,  TX,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI);  (2)  pipe, 
pilings,  well  screens,  and  well  casings, 
from  Fontana  and  Long  Beach,  CA, 
Valley,  NE,  Pueblo,  CO,  Houston,  TX, 
and  the  ports  of  entry  on  the  interna¬ 
tional  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
MT  and  ND.  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI);  and  (3) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  to 
the  facilities  of  Stanron  Supply,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Lubbock,  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas  or  San  Antonio.  TX.) 

MC  26396  (Sub-217F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  28.  1978.  Applicant:  POPELKA 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  d.b.a.  THE 
WAGGONERS.  P.O.  Box  990,  Living¬ 
ston.  MT  59047.  Representative:  Brad¬ 
ford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE  68501.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  lumber 
and  wood  products,  from  points  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  in  MN, 

ND,  MT,  ID.  and  WA.  to  points  in  AR, 
CO,  ID.  IL.  lA,  KY.  KS.  MI.  MN,  MO, 

NE,  MN,  ND,  OH.  OK,  SD,  TN,  TX. 
UT,  WI.  and  WY.  (Hearing  site:  Bill¬ 
ings,  MT.) 

MC  26825  (Sub-22F),  filed  January  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  ANDREWS  VAN 
UNES,  INC..  Seventh  and  Park 
Avenue,  Box  1609,  Norfolk.  NE  68701. 
Representative:  ^oyd  F.  Knutson, 
3290  Brldgeford  Road,  Omaha,  NE 
68124.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  new  furniture, 
and  parts  and  accessories  for  new  fur¬ 
niture.  from  Omaha.  NE.  to  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  west  of  WI, 
IL,  MO,  AR,  and  LA  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 
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MC  26825  (Sub-24F).  filed  January  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  ANDREWS  VAN 
LINES,  INC,,  Seventh  and  Park 
Avenue,  Box  1609,  Norfolk,  NE  68701. 
Representative:  Ployd  P.  Knutson, 
3290  Bridgeford  Road,  Omaha.  NE 
68124.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  outdoor  recre¬ 
ational  equipment,  and  accessories 
and  parts  for  outdoor  recreational 
equipment,  from  Wichita,  KS,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Wichita, 
KS.) 

MC  26825  (Sub-25P').  filed  January  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  ANDREWS  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  Seventh  and  Park 
Avenue.  Box  1609,  Norfolk.  NE  68701. 
Representative:  Floyd  F,  Knutson, 
3290  Bridgeford  Road,  Omaha.  NE 
68124.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  new  commer¬ 
cial  fixtures  and  equipment,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
Scottsboro.  AL,  Cucamonga.  CA. 
Joplin,  MO,  and  Omaha.  NE.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  30844  (Sub-635P),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  22,  1978.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  5000,  Waterloo.  lA  50704. 
Representative:  John  P.  Rhodes  (sarhe 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs,  from  the 
facilities  of  Heinz  U.S.A..  division  of 
H.J.  Heinz  Company,  at  or  near  Pitts¬ 
burgh.  PA,  to  points  in  MN  and  WI, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  indicated  destina¬ 
tions.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh.  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  41404  (Sub-154F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  17.  1978.  Applicant:  ARGO-COL- 
LIER  TRUCK  LINES  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  P.O.  Box  440,  Martin,  TN 
38237.  Representative:  Mark  L.  Home 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  foodstuffs  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Standard  Brands.  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Birmingham,  AL,  to  points  in  AL. 
AR,  FL.  OA,  KY,  LA,  MS.  NC.  SC,  and 
TN,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  indicated  destina- 


11643 

tions.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham.  AL, 
or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  41406  (Sub-102F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  4.  1978.  Applicant:  ARTIM 

TRANSPORTATION  SYSTEM.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2176,  Hammond.  IN  46323. 
Representative:  Wade  H.  Bourdon 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Teledyne  Colum- 
bia-Summerill,  at  Pittsburgh.  PA,  to 
points  in  AL.  DE,  FL.  GA,  KY.  LA. 
MD,  MS.  NC.  SC.  TN,  and  VA.  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  points  in  the  above- 
named  destination  States  to  the  above- 
named  facilities.  (Hearing  site:  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  PA.) 

MC  47583  (Sub-79F),  filed  December 
27,  1978.  Applicant:  TOLLIE 

FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  1020  Sun¬ 
shine  Road,  Kansas  City,  KS.  66115. 
Representative:  D.  S.  Hults,  P.O.  Box 
225,  Lawrence.  KS  66044.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
paper  and  paper  products,  and  (2)  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
paper  and  pap>er  products,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  (A)  between  the 
facilities  used  by  Packaging  Corpora¬ 
tion  of  America,  at  or  near  (a)  Filer 
City  and  Grand  Rapids.  MI,  (b) 
Counce,  TN,  (c)  Denver,  CO,  (d)  Tama. 
lA,  (e)  Hutchinson,  KS.  (f)  Rittman 
and  Mentor,  OH,  (g)  Stroudsburg,  PA, 
(h)  Macon.  GA,  (i)  Griffith.  IN.  (j)  St. 
Louis,  MO,  (k)  Garfield.  NJ.  and  (1) 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  and  (B)  between 
the  facilities  named  in  (A)  above,  and 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  above  named  facilities 
of  Packaging  Corporation  of  America. 
(Hearing  site:  Kansas  City.  MO.) 

MC  52704  (Sub-195P).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1978.  Applicant:  GLENN 

McClendon  trucking  compa¬ 
ny,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  “H”.  La- 
Fayette,  AL  36862.  Representative: 
Archie  B.  Chilbreth,  Suite  202,  2200 
Century  Parkway,  Atlanta.  GA  30345. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  (1)  glass  containers,  and  (2) 
glass  container  accessories,  (a)  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  Laurens  Glass 
Company,  at  or  near  (i)  Laurens,  SC, 
(ii)  Henderson,  NC.  and  (iii)  Simsboro, 
LA,  and  (b)  from  points  in  AL.  AR. 
DE.  FL,  GA.  KY.  IN,  LA,  MD.  MS. 
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MO.  NJ.  NY,  NC,  OK.  PA.  SC.  TN. 
TX.  VA.  and  WV,  to  the  above  named 
facilities  of  Laurens  Glass  Company. 
(Hearing  site;  Atlanta.  GA.) 

.  MC  56244  (Sub-68F).  filed  November 
20.  1978.  Applicant:  KUHN  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  698.  R.D.  #2,  Gardners.  PA  17324. 
Representative:  John  M.  Musselman, 
P.O.  Box  1146.  410  North  Third 
Street,  Harrisburg.  PA  17108.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses,  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  frozen  foods),  from  the  facilities 
of  SSC  International.  Inc.,  at  points  in 
Penn  Township  (York  County),  PA,  to 
points  in  IL,  IN.  MI.  and  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Harrisburg,  PA,  or  Washington. 
DC.) 

MC  60014  (Sub-90P),  filed  November 
20.  1978.  Applicant;  AERO  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  an  Ohio  corporation.  Box 
308,  Monroeville,  PA  15146.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 
Broad  Street.  Columbus.  OH  43215.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (i)  building  materials,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  installation, 
and  distribution  of  building  materials, 
between  the  facilities  of  Georgia-Pa¬ 
cific  Corporation,  at  or  near  Quaker- 
town,  PA.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  (JT,  DE,  GA. 
IL.  IN.  KY,  ME,  MD,  MA.  MI,  NH.  NJ, 
NY.  NC.  OH.  RI.  SC.  TN,  VT.  VA.  WV. 
and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia. 
PA.  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  69116  (Sub-212F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  1.  1978.  Applicant:  SPECTOR  IN¬ 
DUSTRIES,  INC.,  a  Delaware  Corpo¬ 
ration.  doing  business  as  SPECTOR 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  1050  Kingery 
Hwy.,  Bensenville,  IL  60106.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  S.  La 
Salle  St..  Chicago,  IL  60603.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  building  materials  (except 
cement  pipe  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
and  (2)  cement  pipe,  from  the  facilities 
of  Johns-Manville  Sales  Corporation, 
at  or  near  Waukegan,  IL.  to  points  in 
IN.  MD.  the  lower  peninsula  of  MI. 
NJ,  NY.  OH.  PA,  VA.  WV,  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL.) 

MC  82492  (Sub-2 18F),  filed  January 
5.  1979.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  &  NE¬ 
BRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  2109 
Olmstead  Road.  P.O.  Box  2853,  Kala¬ 
mazoo.  MI  49003.  Representative: 
Dewey  R.  Marselle  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  it)terstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 


routes,  transporting  (1)  petroleum,  pe¬ 
troleum  products,  vehicle  body  sealer, 
and  sound  deadener  compounds, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  and  filters,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Quaker  State  Oil  Refining  Cor¬ 
poration,  at  points  in  Warren  County, 
MS,  to  points  in  AR.  IL.  IN.  lA,  KY. 
KS,  LA.  MI.  MN,  MO.  OH.  OK.  SD, 
NE,  ND,  TN,  TX.  and  WI;  and  (2)  pe¬ 
troleum,  petroleum  products,  vehicle 
body  sealer  sound  deadener  com¬ 
pounds,  and  materials,  supplies,  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  and  fil¬ 
ters  from  points  in  IL.  IN.  KY,  OH, 
OK.  NY,  PA.  and  WA,  to  the  origin 
facilities  named  in  (1)  above,  restricted 
in  both  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  above  named  facilities. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC,  or  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL.) 

MC  95084  (Sub-130F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1978.  Applicant:  HOVE 

TRUCK  LINE,  a  corporation.  Stan¬ 
hope,  lA  50246.  Representative:  Ken¬ 
neth  F.  Dudley,  611  Church  Street, 
P.O.  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  lA  52501.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  plastic  pipe,  fittings, 
valves,  and  hydrants,  (2)  accessories 
for  the  commodities  (1)  above,  and  (3) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installation  of  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  from  the 
facilities  of  Clow  Corp.,  in  or  at  or 
near  Columbia.  MO.  to  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND, 
SD,  NE,  KS.  OK.  and  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  107002  (Sub-540F).  filed  January 

10.  1979.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANS¬ 
PORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son.  MS  39205.  Representative:  John 
J.  Borth,  P.O.  Box  8573,  Battlefield 
Station.  Jackson,  MS  39204.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  petroleum  products,  vehicle 
body  sealers,  sound  deadener  com¬ 
pounds,  and  accoustical  control  items, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
facilities  of  Quaker  State  Oil  Refining 
Corp.,  at  points  in  Warren  County, 
MS,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  facilities.  (Hearing 
site;  Jackson.  MS,  or  Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  107002  (Sub-541P),  filed  January 

11,  1979.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANS¬ 
PORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jack- 
son,  MS  39205.  Representative:  John 
J.  Borth,  P.O.  Box  8573,  Battlefield 
Station,  Jackson,  MS  39204.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 


hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  rice  hull  ash,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Greenville,  MS,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  Site:  Memphis. 
TN,  or  Jackson.  MS.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-329P,)  filed  January 
2.  1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERI¬ 
CAN  VAN  ONES,  INC.,  5001  U.S. 
Highway  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative: 
Gerald  A.  Bums  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  carpet  underlay, 
and  plastic,  rubber,  foam,  cellular,  and 
sponge  articles,  from  Hazelton,  PA 
East  Rutherford.  NJ,  and  Chicago,  IL. 
to  points  in  AR.  CA.  CT,  IL.  IN,  lA, 
KS.  KY,  ME.  MA,  MI,  MN.  MO,  NE. 
NH.  NY.  ND,  OH,  RI.  SD.  TN.  TX. 
VT,  and  WI,  (Hearing  Site:  Newark, 
NJ,  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-1 155P).  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1978.  Applicant:  MAT- 
LACK,  INC.,  Ten  West  Baltimore 
Avenue.  Lansdowne,  PA  19050.  Repre¬ 
sentative;  Martin  C.  Hynes,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  naval 
stores  and  naval  store  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  DeRidder, 
LA,  to  points  in  CA.  OR.  and  WA. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-1156P),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1978.  Applicant:  MAT- 
LACK,  Ten  West  Baltimore  Avenue. 
Lansdowne.  PA  19050.  Representative: 
Martin  C.  Hynes,  Jr.  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
facilities  of  First  Chemical  Corpora¬ 
tion.  at  Pascagoula,  MS.  to  points  in 
LA  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Washing¬ 
ton.  DC.) 

MC  107934  (Sub-28F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  21,  1979.  Applicant:  BYRD 

MOTOR  LINE,  INCORPORATED. 
P.O.  Box  787,  Lexington.  KY  27292. 
Representative:  John  R.  Sims.  Jr.,  915 
Pennsylvania  Ave.,  425  13th  Street. 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20004.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  citrus  products,  juices,  non-alco- 
holid' beverages,  non-alcoholic  beverage 
preparations,  and  citrus  byproducts, 
from  the  facilities  of  Tropicana  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  in  Manatee  and  St.  Lucie 
Counties,  FL.  to  points  in  SC  and  NC. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Petersburg,  FTi.) 

MC  109154  (Sub-14F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  15.  1978.  Applicant;  BAYLOR 
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TRUCKING,  INC.,  R.R.  1,  Milan.  IN 
46241.  Representative:  Robert  W. 
Loser  II.  1099  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  paper  and  paper  products, 
from  Cincinnati  and  Middletown.  OH, 
to  points  in  DE.  MD,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  and 
DC;  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  in  (1),  from 
the  destination  points  in  (1),  to  Cincin¬ 
nati  and  Middletown,  OH.  (Hearing 
site;  Indianapolis.  IN,  or  Columbus, 
OH.) 

MC  109818  (Sub'44F),  filed  January 
10.  1979.  Applicant:  WENGER 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC..  P.O.  Box  3427, 
Davenport,  lA  52808.  Representative: 
Larry  D.  Knox.  600  Hubbell  Building, 
Des  Moines,  lA  50309.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Clinton  and  Davenport,  lA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN, 
KY,  MO,  MI.  OH,  and  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  109818  (Sub-45F),  filed  January 
15,  1979.  Applicant:  WENGER 

TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3427, 
Davenport.  lA  52808.  Representative; 
Larry  D.  Knox,  600  Hubbell  Building. 
Des  Moines,  lA  50309.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat-pack¬ 
ing  houses,  as  described  in  sections  A 
and  C  of  Appendi.x  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  Geo.  A.  Hormel  &  Co., 
at  Fremont.  NE.  to  points  in  CO,  lA, 
IL,  IN.  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  110525  (Sub-1281F).  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  15.  1979.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  UNES,  INC.,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation.  520  East  Lancaster 
Avenue.  Dowingtown,  PA  19335.  Rep¬ 
resentative;  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Cedartown,  GA,  to  points  in  AL, 
LA.  MS.  OK.  and  TX.  (Hearing  site; 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  involved  in 
this  proceeding. 

MC  111214  (Sub-14F).  fUed  Novem¬ 
ber  16.  1978.  Applicant;  GREEN¬ 


WOOD  STORAGE  &  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  943,  Greenwood, 
MS  38930.  Representative:  Fred  W. 
Johnson,  Jr.,  1500  Plaza,  P.O.  Box 
22628,  Jackson,  MS  39205.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  between  the  facilities  of 
Penn-Dixie  Steel  Corporation,  at  or 
near  Jackson,  MS.  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR, 
FL,  GA,  LA,  TN,  and  TX,  under  con¬ 
tinuing  contract(s)  with  Penn-Dixie 
Steel  Corporation,  of  Greenwood,  MS. 
(Hearing  site:  Jackson,  MS.  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  111548  (Sub-13F),  filed  January 
12,  1979.  Applicant:  SHARPE  MOTOR 
LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  517,  Hildebran, 
NC  28637.  Representative:  Edward  G. 
Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania  Building, 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  13th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20004.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  furniture  and  furniture  parts, 
(1)  from  points  in  Alexander  and  Ire¬ 
dell  Counties,  NC,  to  Philadephia,  PA, 
and  points  in  IL,  IN.  KY.  MI.  NH.  OH, 
and  VA,  (2)  from  points  in  Wilkes 
County,  NC,  to  points  in  DE,  IL,  IN, 
KY,  MD.  MI,  NJ,  NH.  NY,  OH.  PA, 
VA,  and  WV,  (3)  from  points  in  Ruth¬ 
erford  County,  NC,  to  points  in  IL  and 
NH.  (4)  from  the  facilities  of  Drexel 
Heritage  Furnishings,  Inc.,  at  points  in 
Clevelantl,  Davie,  and  Guilford  Coun¬ 
ties,  NC.  to  points  in  CT.  DE.  IL.  IN, 
KY,  MD,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH, 
PA.  RI.  VA,  WV,  and  DC,  (5)  from 
points  in  Cleveland  County,  NC,  to 
points  in  IL.  and  IN.  and  (6)  from 
points  in  Lincoln  Coimty,  NC,  to 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MI,  and  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Charlotte  or  Hickory,  NC.) 

MC  112304  (Sub-159F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  20.  1978.  Applicant:  ACE  DORAN 
HAULING  &  RIGGING  CO.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  1601  Blue  Rock  Street.  Cincin¬ 
nati.  OH  45223.  Representative:  John 
D.  Herbert  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  Interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Wheeling-Pitts- 
burgh  Steel  Corp.,  at  or  near  (a)  Steu¬ 
benville,  Mingo  Junction,  Yorkville, 
Martins  Perry,  and  Canfield,  OH,  (b) 
Allenport  and  Monessen,  PA,  and  (c) 
Benwood,  Wheeling,  Beechbottom, 
and  FoUansbee,  WV,  to  points  in  NC, 
SC,  TN,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  112713  (Sub-233F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  27,  1978.  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
7270,  Shawnee  Mission.  KS  66207. 
Representative;  John  M.  Records 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 


ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat-packing  houses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  in  the  report  as  described  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
MBPXL  Corporation,  at  Dodge  City. 
KS.  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  DE,  IL,  IN, 
LA,  KY,  MD,  MI.  MN,  NV,  NJ,  NY. 
OH.  PA.  TN,  VT,  VA,  WV,  WI,  and 
DC.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City.  MO. 
or  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  112713  (Sub-236P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  27.  1978.  Applicant:  YELLOW 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
7270,  Shawnee  Mission,  KS  66207. 
Representative:  John  M.  Records 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  general  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives.  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  the  facilities  of 
James  David,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Clinton, 
TN,  as  an  off-rout€  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  otherwise  author¬ 
ized  regular-route  operations.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Knoxville  or  Nashville,  TN.) 

MC  113158  (Sub-32F).  filed  January 
15,  1979.  Applicant:  TODD  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  Box  158, 
Secretary,  MD  21664.  Representative: 
James  W.  Patterson,  1200  Western 
Savings  Bank  Bldg.,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19107.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  those 
points  in  NY  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  St.  Lawrence  River,  at 
Clayton,  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Hwy  12  to  Binghamton.  NY. 
then  along  Interstate  Hwy  81  to  the 
NY-PA  State  line,  to  New  York,  NY, 
points  in  Suffolk  County,  NY,  points 
in  DE,  MD.  NJ,  and  DC,  and  points  in 
PA  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  NY-PA  State  line  at  Lawrenceville, 
PA,  and  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  15 
to  Junction  Interstate  Hwy  81  near 
Enola.  then  along  Interstate  Hwy  81 
to  the  PA-MD  State  line  near  State 
Line,  PA.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia. 
PA.) 

MC  113158  (Sub-33F).  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  TODD  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  Box  158, 
Secretary,  MD  21664.  Representative; 
James  W.  Patterson,  1200  Western 
Savings  Bank  Bldg.,  Philadelphia,  PA 
19107.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
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foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  those 
points  in  NY  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  St.  Lawrence  River,  at 
Clayton,  and  extending  along  NY  Hwy 
12  to  Binghamton,  NY,  then  along  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  81  to  the  NY-PA  State 
line,  to  points  in  FL,  GA,  NC,  SC,  and 
VA.  (Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-506P).  fUed  Decem¬ 
ber  26,  1978.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids.  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L.  Core 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  comvion  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  foodstuffs  (except  meats  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tonk  vehicles). 
(1)  from  Indianapolis,  IN,  to  points  in 
CO.  lA.  KS.  MI.  MN.  MO.  NE.  OH. 
OK.  TX.  WI.  and  MD,  and  (2)  from 
South  Bend.  IN,  to  points  in  MD. 
CONDITION:  The  certificate  to  be 
issued  in  this  proceeding  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  3  years  from  its  date  of  issue. 
unle.ss.  prior  to  its  expiration  (but  not 
less  than  6  months  prior  to  its  expira¬ 
tion).  applicant  files  a  petition  for  per¬ 
manent  extension  of  the  certificate. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-507P).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  26.  1978.  Applicant:  CRST.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68,  C^ar  Rapids.  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L.  Core 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
Cedar  Rapids.  lA.  to  York.  PA.  CON¬ 
DITION:  The  certificate  to  be  issued 
in  this  proceeding  shall  be  limited  to  3 
years  from  its  date  of  issue,  unless, 
prior  to  its  expiration  (but  not  less 
than  6  months  prior  to  its  expiration), 
applicant  files  a  petition  for  perma¬ 
nent  extension  of  the  certificate. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC.  or  Chi¬ 
cago.  IL.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-508F).  fUed  Decem¬ 
ber  26.  1978.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC.. 
P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L.  Core 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  paper  and  paper  articles,  from 
Butler,  IN.  to  points  in  lA,  KS.  MN, 
MO.  and  NE.  CONDITION:  The  cer¬ 
tificate  to  be  issued  in  this  proceeding 
shall  be  limited  to  3  years  from  its 
date  of  issue,  unless,  prior  to  its  expi¬ 
ration  (but  not  less  than  6  months 
prior  to  its  expiration),  applicant  files 
a  petition  for  permanent  extension  of 
the  certificate,  (Hearing  site:  Chicago. 
IL.  or  Washington.  DC.) 


MC  114273  (Sub-51  IF),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  26.  1978.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L.  Core 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  household  appliances,  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  household  appliances,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  the  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  at  Appliance  Park  and  Louis¬ 
ville.  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  lA,  KS.  MI,  MN,  MO, 
NE.  NY.  PA.  and  WV,  CONDITION: 
The  certificate  to  be  issued  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  shall  be  limited  to  3  years 
from  its  date  of  issue,  unless,  prior  to 
its  expiration  (but  not  less  than  6 
months  prior  to  its  expiration),  appli¬ 
cant  files  a  petition  for  permanent  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  certificate.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago.  IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-191F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  29.  1978.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corpora¬ 
tion.  P.O.  Drawer  220,  Newberry.  SC 
29108.  Representative:  Frank  A 
Graham,  Jr.,  707  Security  Federal 
Building.  Columbia,  SC  29201.  To  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  gypsum  and  building  mate¬ 
rials  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  installation,  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  gypsum  and  building  materi¬ 
als  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  between  the  facilities 
of  Georgia-Pacific  Corporation,  at  or 
near  Akron  and  Buchanan.  NY, 
Delair,  NJ,  Milford,  VA.  Quakertown, 
PA,  and  Wilmington,  DE,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  United  States  east  of  MN,  lA, 
MO,  AR,  and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Co¬ 
lumbia,  SC,  or  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-194P),  fUed  January 
10.  1979.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation.  Post 
Office  Drawer  220,  Newberry.  SC 
29108.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson.  Jr..  3426  N.  Washington 
Blvd.,  Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arlington, 
VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  construction 
materials  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  The  Celo- 
tex  Corporation,  at  or  near  Deposit. 
NY.  to  points  in  ME.  NH.  VT.  MA.  CT. 
RI,  NY.  PA.  NJ.  DE.  MD,  VA.  WV.  NC. 
SC.  GA.  FL,  AL.'MS.  LA.  TX.  AR.  TN, 
KY,  OH.  IN,  IL.  MI.  and  DC;  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
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tion  of  construction  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  desti¬ 
nation  points  named  in  (1)  above,  to 
the  ori^n  facilities  in  (1)  abo\'e.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Tampa.  FL,  or  Washington. 
DC.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-195F).  fUed  January 
10.  1979.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation.  Post 
Office  Drawer  220,  Newberry,  SC 
29108.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson.  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington 
Blvd.,  Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arlington. 
VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  construction 
materials  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  The  Celo- 
tex  Corporation,  at  or  near  Largo.  IN, 
to  points  in  ME.  NH.  VT.  MA.  CT.  RI. 
NY.  PA.  NJ,  DE.  MD.  VA.  WV.  NC. 

SC,  GA.  FL.  AL.  MS.  LA.  TX.  AR.  TN, 
KY,  OH.  IN.  IL.  MI.  and  DC;  and  (2) 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  construction  materials  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  desti¬ 
nation  points  named  in  (1)  above,  to 
the  origin  TX.  AR.  TN,  KY,  OH.  IN. 
IL.  MI.  and  DC,  to  the  facilities  in  (1) 
above.  (Hearing  site:  Tampa.  FL.  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-196F),  filed  January 
16,  1979.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  Post 
Office  Drawer  220,  Newberry,  SC 
29108.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr..  3426  N.  Washington 
Blvd.,  Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arlington, 
VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  tractor  cab  enclo¬ 
sures  and  safety  protectiori  devices, 
from  Claxton,  GA,  to  points  in  TX. 
OK.  MO,  AR.  LA.  KY.  VA.  TN,  NC. 
MS.  AL.  GA.  SC.  and  FL.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta,  GA,  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  114604  (Sub-59F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1978.  Applicant:  CAUDELL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  I. 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Frank  D.  Hall.  Suite  713.  3384 
Peachtree  Rd.  NE.  Atlanta.  GA  30326. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat-packing  houses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier,  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
John  Morrell  &,  Co.,  at  Montgomery. 
AL,  to  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  TX,  OK,  KS.  NE, 

SD,  and  ND.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta, 
GA.) 
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MC  114604  (Sub-60F),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  17.  1978.  Applicant:  CAUDELL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  I. 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Prank  D.  Hall.  Suite  713,  3384 
Peachtree  Rd.  NE,  Atlanta.  GA  30326. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  Interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  foodstuffs  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Standard  Brands,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Birmingham.  AL,  to  points  in  AL, 
AR.  FL,  GA.  KY,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  TN, 
and  VA,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origin  and  destined  to  the  indi¬ 
cated  destinations.  (Hearing  site:  At¬ 
lanta,  GA.) 

MC  114632  (Sub-194F),  filed  January 
15,  1979.  Applicant:  APPLE  ONES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  287,  Madison,  SD 
57042.  Representative:  David  E.  Peter¬ 
son  (same  address  as  applicant).  To  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  petroleum,  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  vehicle  body  sealer,  sound  dea- 
dener  compounds  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  and  filters. 
from  the  facilities  of  Quaker  State  Oil 
Refining  Corporation,  at  points  in 
Warren  County.  MS.  to  points  in  AR, 
IL,  IN.  lA,  KS.  KY.  MN,  MO,  NE.  ND. 
OH,  SD,  and  WI;  and  (2)  petroleum, 
petroleum  products,  vehicle  body 
sealer,  sound  deadener  compounds  and 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  and  filters,  from  points 
in  IL.  IN.  KY.  and  OH.  to  the  faculties 
of  Quaker  State  Oil  Refining  Corpora¬ 
tion.  at  points  in  Warren  Coiinty,  MS. 
restricted  in  bulk  (1)  and  (2)  above  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  or  destined  to  the  named  facul¬ 
ties.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

Note;  Dual  operations  are  involved  in  this 
proceedinR. 

MC  115162  (Sub.445F),  filed  January 
11,  1979.  Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  600,  Ever¬ 
green.  AL  36401.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  dealers  and  manu¬ 
facturers  of  agricultural  equipment, 
industrial  equipment,  and  lawn  and 
leisure  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  BelleviUe,  PA.  to  points 
in  AL.  FL.  GA.  and  MS.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115162  (Sub-446F).  filed  January 
15,  1979.  Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCK 


LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  600,  Ever¬ 
green,  AL  36401.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  dealers  and  manu¬ 
facturers  of  agricultural  equipment, 
industrial  equipment,  and  lawn  and 
leisure  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  New  Holland  and 
Mountville,  PA,  to  points  in  AL,  FL, 

GA,  and  MS.  (Hearing  site:  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.) 

MC  115322  (Sub-166F).  fUed  January 
11,  1979.  Applicant:  REDWING  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10177, 
Taft,  FL  32809.  Representative:  L.  W. 
Fincher,  P.O.  Box  426,  Tampa,  PL 
33601.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  foodstuffs,  from 
Birmingham,  AL,  to  points  in  NY,  NJ, 
PA,  MD,  CT,  VT,  NH.  MA.  ME,  RI. 
WV,  OH.  and  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC,  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  115322  (Sub-157P),  filed  January 
11,  1979.  Applicant:  REDWING  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10177, 
Taft,  PL  32809.  Representative:  L.  W. 
Fincher,  P.O.  Box  426,  Tampa,  PL 
33601.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  foodstuffs  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Buffalo. 
NY,  to  points  in  DE,  MD,  PA.  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC,  or 
Buffalo.  NY.) 

MC  115322  (Sub-158F).  filed  January 
11,  1979.  Applicant:  REDWING  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10177, 
Taft,  FL  32809.  Representative:  L.  W. 
Fincher,  P.O.  Box  426,  Tampa,  PL 
33601.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  dry  spaghetti  and 
macaroni  piquets,  from  Jersey  City. 
NJ.  to  points  in  PTj.  (Hearing  site: 
Tampa,  FL.  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  115322  (Sub-159F).  filed  January 
11.  1979.  Applicant:  REDWING  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10177, 
Taft,  FL  32809.  Representative:  L.  W. 
Fincher,  P.O.  Box  426,  Tampa,  PL 
33601.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  beverage  contain¬ 
ers  and  tin  cans,  from  Tampa.  FL.  to 
Charlotte,  NC.  (Hearing  site:  Tampa. 

FL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115826  (Sub-370F),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  22,  1978.  Applicant:  W.  J.  DIGBY, 
INC.,  6015  East  58th  Ave„  Commerce 
City,  CO  80022.  Representative: 
Howard  Gore,  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  lamb  meat,  from  the 
facilities  of  Wilson  Poods  Corporation, 
at  Denver.  CO,  to  points  in  CT,  MA, 
MD,  NJ,  NY,  PA,  RI,  and  DC,  restrict¬ 
ed  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  facili¬ 
ties  and  destined  to  the  indicated  des- 
tinatioas.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  116254  (Sub-220F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  20,  1978.  Applicant:  CHEM-HAUL- 
ERS.  INC.,  118  East  Mobile  Plaza. 
Florence,  AL  35630.  Representative: 
Hampton  M.  Mills  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  pipe,  pipe  fittings, 
valve  boxes,  water  boxes,  and  castings, 
from  the  facilities  of  Central  Foundry 
Company,  at  or  near  Holt,  AL,  to 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  MN,  LA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA. 
(Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL,  or  At¬ 
lanta,  GA.) 

MC  116544  (Sub-164),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1978.  Applicant:  ALTRUK 
FREIGHT  SYSTEMS,  INC.,  a  Missou¬ 
ri  corporation,  P.O.  Box  10061,  1703 
Embarcadero  Road,  Palo  Alto,  CA 
94303.  Representative:  James  A. 
Matros  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat-packing  houses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
MBPXL  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Dodge  City  KS,  to  points  in  AL,  AZ, 
AR.  CA.  CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA.  IL.  IN. 
lA.  KY,  LA,  ME.  MD,  MA.  MI.  MN, 
MS.  MO.  NE,  NV,  NH,  NJ,  NY.  NM. 
NC.  ND,  OH.  OK,  PA,  RI,  SC,  SD,  TN. 
TX.  VT.  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Wich¬ 
ita  or  Kansas  City,  KS.) 

MC  117574  (Sub-323F),  fUed  Novem¬ 
ber  16.  1978.  Applicant:  DAILY  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  1076  Har¬ 
risburg  Pike,  Carlisle,  PA  17013.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  James  W.  Hagar,  P.O.  Box 
1166,  100  Pine  Street,  Harrisburg,  PA 
17108.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er.  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  self-propelled 
vehicles,  backhoes.  cranes,  lift  trucks, 
and  towing  tractors,  (2)  attachments 
and  accessories  for  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  and  (3)  parts  for  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above,  from  the 
facilities  of  Master  Craft  Equipment 
Corp.,  at  (a)  Tifton,  GA,  and  (b)  Belle¬ 
ville.  MI,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  origi- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL  44,  NO.  42— THURSDAY,  MARCH  1,  1979 


11648 


NOTICES 


nating  at  the  named  origins.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta,  GA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  117686  (Sub-228P),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  28,  1978.  Applicant:  HIRSCH- 
BACH  MOTOR  UNES,  INC.,  5000 
South  Lewis  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box  417, 
Sioux  City,  lA  51102.  Representative: 
George  L.  Hirschbach  (same  address 
as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  toilet  prepara¬ 
tions,  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  distribution  of  toilet  prep¬ 
arations.  from  the  facilities  of 
LaMaur,  Inc.,  at  Minneapolis,  MN,  to 
points  in  NC  and  SC.  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis,  MN,  or  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  117786  (Sub-40P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  4.  1978.  Applicant:  RILEY  WHIT¬ 
TLE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  19038,  Phoenix. 
AZ  85009.  Representative:  Thomas  P. 
Kilroy,  Suite  406  Executive  Bldg.,  6901 
Old  Keene  Mille  Rd.,  Springfield,  VA 
22150.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  paper  and  paper 
products,  from  points  in  CA  to  Phoe¬ 
nix.  AZ.  (Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ.) 

MC  118202  (Sub-102P).  filed  January 
10.  1979.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ  TRAN¬ 
SIT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  406,  323  Bridge 
Street.  Winona,  MN  55987.  Repre- 
scntati\e:  Robert  S.  Lee.  1000  Pirst 
National  Bank,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55402.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  (a)  electrical 
appliances  and  equipment,  new  furni¬ 
ture,  store  fixtures  and  office  fixtures, 
and  (b)  parts  for  the  commodities  in 

(1) (a).  from  the  facilities  of  Winona 
Industries.,  Inc.  and  Artw'ood  Corpora¬ 
tion.  at  or  near  Winona.  MN,  to  those 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  ND.  SD.  NE.  KS.  OK.  and  TX;  and 

(2)  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  used  in 
the  manufacture  assembly  of  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  (l)(a)  and  (b) 
above,  from  points  in  IL,  MA,  MI,  MO, 
NJ.  NY.  NC.  OH.  PA.  SC.  TN.  and  WI. 
to  the  origin  facilities  in  (1)  above. 
(Hearing  site:  Minneapolis.  MN.) 

MC  118318  (Sub-42P),  fUed  January 
12.  1979.  Applicant:  IDA-CAL 

PREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer 
M.  Nampa.  ID  83651.  Representative: 
Timothy  R.  Stivers,  P.O.  Box  162, 
Boise,  ID  83701.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular '  routes,  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
grocery  and  food  business  houses.  (1) 
from  the  facilities  of  (a)  Colgate  Pal¬ 
molive.  (b)  White  King,  Inc.,  and  (c) 
Lever  Brothers  Company,  at  points  in 
CA.  to  points  in  WA,  and  (2)  from  the 
facilities  of  Colgate  Palmolive  at 


points  in  CA.  to  points  in  Box  Elder, 
Cache,  Davis,  Morgan,  Salt  Lake. 
Tooele,  Utah,  and  Weber  Counties, 
UT.  (Hearing  site:  Boise,  ID.) 

NOTE:  The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  common  control  must 
either  file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C. 

§  11343(a)(1978),  (formerly  Section  5(2)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act),  or  submit  an 
affidavit  indicating  w’hy  such  approval  is 
unnecessary. 

MC  119496  (Sub-17F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1978.  Applicant:  THE  JAMES 
GIBBONS  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
1700  Sutton  Ave.,  Baltimore,  MD 
21227.  Representative:  L.C.  Major,  Jr., 
P.O.  Box  11278,  Alexandria,  VA  22312. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
(X)mmerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  petroleum  products,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  the  facilities  of  Witco 
Chemical  Corporation,  Kendall/ 
Amalie  Division,  at  Bradford,  PA,  to 
Baltimore,  MD,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  having  a  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  water.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington.  DC.  or  Baltimore, 
MD.) 

MC  119632  (Sub-83F).  filed  January 
10,  1979.  Applicant:  REED  LINES. 
INC.,  634  Ralston  Avenue,  Defiance, 
OH  43215.  Representative:  John  P. 
McMahon,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  food¬ 
stuff  (except  frozen  commodities  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  - 
NJ.  to  points  in  IL.  IN,  KY.  MI.  and 
OH.  (Hearing  Site:  Columbus. OH.) 

MC  121272  (Sub-3P).  filed  November 
22.  1978.  Applicant:  HESS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  1000  West 
Chocolate  Avenue  Hershey,  PA  17033. 
Representative:  John  M.  Musselman, 
P.O.  Box  1146,  410  North  Third 
Street,  Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration,  from  the  facilities  of 
Dauphin  distribution  Services  Co.,  in 
Hampden  Township  (Cumberland 
County),  PA,  to  points  in  Elk,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Clearfield,  Centre,  Cambria,  Hun¬ 
tingdon.  Somerset,  Bedford,  Fulton, 
Mifflin,  and  FYanklin  Counties,  PA; 
and  (2)  such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  grocery  and  food  business  houses 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  (a)  from 
the  facilities  of  Dauphin  distribution 
Services  Co.,  at  Camp  Hill,  and  Hamp¬ 
den  Township  (CXimberland  County), 
PA,  to  those  points  in  PA  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  NY-PA 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 


Hwy  15  to  Allen  wood.  PA,  then  along 
the  Susquehanna  River  to  the  MD-PA 
State  line  (except  points  in  Chester. 
Delaw'are,  Philadelphia,  Montgomery, 
and  Bucks  Counties,  PA);  and  (b)  from 
the  origin  facilities  in  (2)(a)  above,  to 
points  in  Cumberland  County,  PA  on 
and  east  of  PA  Hwy  34.  (Hearing  Site: 
Harrisburg,  PA,  or  Washigton,  DC.) 

MO  123272  (Sub-24P),  filed  January 
11,  1979.  Applicant:  FAST  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  9651  S.  Ewing  Avenue.  Chicago, 
IL  60617.  Representative:  James  C. 
Hardman,  33  N.  La  Salle  St..  Chicago. 
IL  60602.  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  foodstuffs, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  foodstuffs  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment),  betw’een  points 
in  WI.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site; 
Chicago.  IL.) 

Note:  Dual  operations  are  Involved  In  this 
proceeding. 

MC  124078  (Sub-932F).  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO..  A  Corporation.  611 
South  28th  Street,  Milw'aukee,  WI 
53215.  Representative:  Richard  H.  Pre- 
vette,  P.O.  Box  1601,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53201.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  dry  com  products, 
in  bulk,  (1)  from  Milw^aukee,  WI,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  and  (2)  from  the  facilities 
of  Miles  Laboratories,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Elkhart,  IN,  to  points  in  lA.  IL,  IN. 
MI.  OH.  PA,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Milwaukee,  WI,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  124078  (Sub-933P),  filed  January 
24.  1979.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO..  A  Corporation.  611 
South  28th  Street,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53215.  Representative:  Richard  H.  Pre- 
vette,  P.O,  Box  1601,  Milw'aukee,  WI 
53201.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  flour,  in  bulk, 
from  (iJhicago,  IL,  to  points  in  CJT,  DE, 
MD,  NJ.  VA.  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  124174  (Sub-124F),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  16.  1978.  Applicant:  MOMSEN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  an  Iowa  corpora¬ 
tion.  13811  “L”  Street,  Omaha.  NE 
68137.  Representative:  Karl  E. 
Momsen  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  paper  cups,  plastic  cups. 
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paper  containers,  plastic  containers, 
paper  plates,  plastic  plates,  paper  lids, 
plastic  lids,  paper  covers,  plastic 
covers,  paper  pails,  and  plastic  pails 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  from  the  facilities  of  Lily 
Division  of  Owens-Illinois,  at  Spring- 
field,  MO,  to  points  in  NE  and  MN. 
(Hearing  site:  Detroit,  MI,  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  124296  (Sub-2P).  filed  November 
24.  1978.  Applicant:  GEORGE  L. 

BIGELOW  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  421,  135  Wright  St..  Delavan,  WI 
53115.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Westley.  4506  Regent  St.,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  WI  53705.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  fertiliz¬ 
er,  from  points  in  IL,  to  points  in  WI. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Agrico  Chemical  Company,  of  Sturte- 
vant,  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Milwaukee. 
WI.  or  Chicago.  IL.) 

MC  124692  (Sub-259F),  filed  January 
4.  1979.  Applicant:  SAMMONS 

TRUCKING,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
4347,  Mis-soula.  MT  59806.  Representa¬ 
tive:  J.  David  Douglas  (same  address 
as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  mink  feed  and 
mink  feed  ingredients,  from  Minne¬ 
apolis,  New  Richland,  and  St.  Paul, 

MN.  to  Derby  and  Holcomb,  NY.  and 
St.  Benedict,  PA.  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Paul.  MN.) 

MC  124887  (Sub-65F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  29.  1978.  Applicant:  SHELTON 
TRUCKING  SERVICE.  INC.,  Route 
1.  Box  230,  Altha,  FL  32421.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1101  Black- 
stone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  steel  joist,  from 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  ND.  SD.  NE.  KS.  OK.  and 
TX.  to  the  facilities  of  Socar,  Inc.,  in 
Florence  County.  SC.  (Hearing  site: 
Jacksonville  or  Tallahasee,  FL.) 

MC  124988  (Sub-9F).  filed  January  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  TRUCK  SERVICE 
COMPANY,  an  Oklahoma  Corpora¬ 
tion.  2169  E.  Blaine,  Springfield,  MO 
65803.  Representative:  John  L.  Alfano, 
550  Mamaroneck  Avenue.  Harrison, 
NY  10528.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  charcoal  bri¬ 
quettes.  u'ood  chips,  and  wax  impreg¬ 
nated  compressed  sawdust  fireplace 
logs,  (1)  from  Belle  and  Ellis  Spur, 

MO.  to  points  in  CO,  KS,  MN.  NE. 
NM.  ND.  OK.  SD.  TX.  and  WI.  (2) 
from  Jacksonville.  TX.  to  points  in  AZ, 


CA.  NM,  and  OK.  and  (3)  from  Spring- 
field,  OR,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  NV,  and 
UT,  under  continuing  contract(s)  in 
(1),  (2),  and  (3)  above  with  Kingsford 
Company,  of  Louisville.  KY.  (Hearing 
site:  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  126844  (Sub-61F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1978.  Applicant  R.DJ5. 

TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1713  North 
Main  Road,  Vineland.  NJ  08360.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Terrence  D.  Jones  2033  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  frozen  foods,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Stouffer  Foods  Co.,  at  Cleve¬ 
land  and  Solon,  OH.  to  points  in  ME, 
VT,  NH.  RI.  MA.  err.  NY.  PA.  NJ,  DE 
MD,  OH,  VA,  and  DC,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  facilities.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  127042  (Sub-238F).  filed  January 
10.  1979.  Applicant:  HAGEN.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  68— Leeds  Station,  Sioux 
City,  lA  51108.  Representative:  Robert 
G.  Tessar  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat-packing  houses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766.  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  •Harlan,  lA.  to  points  in  CA. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha.  OT.) 

MC  127204  (Sub-14F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  21,  1978.  Applicant:  KINDS- 

VATER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1027,  Dodge 
City.  KS  67801.  Representative:  Clyde 
N.  Christey,  Kansas  Credit  Union 
Bldg.,  1010  Tyler,  Suite  llOL,  Topeka. 
KS  66612.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Apen- 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
MBPXL  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Dodge  City.  KS,  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  west  of  MN,  lA. 
MO,  AR.  and  LA  (except  AK,  HI,  and 
KS).  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  named 
origin  facilities.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas 
City.  MO.) 

MC  127204  (Sub-15P).  fUed  Novem¬ 
ber  20.  1978.  Applicant:  KINDS- 

VATER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1027,  Dodge 
City.  KS  67801.  Representative:  Clyde 
N.  Christey,  Kansas  Credit  Union 
Bldg.,  1010  Tyler.  Suite  llOL.  Topeka. 


KS  66612.  To  operate  as-  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  anhydrous  ammo¬ 
nia,  in  bulk,  from  the  facilities  of  the 
Mapco  Pipline  Terminal  near  Mocane, 
OK,  to  points  in  KS  and  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  129026  (Sub-7F).  filed  November 
27.  1978.  Applicant:  J.  C.  D.  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  487, 
5950  Fisher  Road.  East  Syracuse.  NY 
13057.  Representative:  Michael  R. 
Werner,  P.O.  Box  1409,  167  Fairfield 
Road.  Fairfield.  NJ  07006.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  food¬ 
stuffs.  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  betw'een  West  Deptford 
and  Pennsauken,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  DE,  MD. 
NY,  PA.  VA,  and  DC.  under  continu¬ 
ing  contracts)  with  The  Nestle'  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  of  White  Plains.  NY.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  New  York.  NY.) 

MC  133689  (Sub-238F).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  13.  1979.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  719  First  St.  SW, 
New  Brighton,  MN  55112.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  P,  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010, 
West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  article  of  unusual 
value,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  CommiSvSion,  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
•those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  M.F,  Bank,  Inc., 
at  Minneapolis,  MN.  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  those  p'oints  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND.  SD. 
NE.  KS.  MO.  AR.  and  LA.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  134182  (Sub-35P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  12.  1978.  Applicant:  ALLIED 

TRANSPORTATION  SERVICES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  7424,  Shawnee  Mission. 
KS  66207.  Representative:  Tom  B, 
Kfetsinger,  20  East  Franklin,  Liberty, 
MO  64068.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  foodstuffs,  (1) 
from  points  in  NJ.  to  points  in  AL,  AR. 
AZ.  CA.  CO.  FL.  GA.  lA.  IL,  IN.  KS. 
KY.  MI.  MO.  MS,  NE.  OH.  OK.  PA. 
TN,  and  TX,  and  (2)  from  San  Fer¬ 
nando,  CA,  to  Newark,  NJ.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC,  or  Philadelphia, 
PA.) 

MC  134806  (Sub-54P),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1978.  Applicant:  B-D-R 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  A  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration.  P.O.  Box  1277,  Brattleboro, 
VT  05301.  Representative:  Francis  J. 
Ortman,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave..  Suite 
605,  Washington,  DC  20014.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
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hide,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  materials  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  jet  engines,  from  points  in 
CA,  to  points  in  CT,  imder  continuing 
contracUs)  with  Pratt  &  Whitney  Air¬ 
craft  Group,  United  Technologies  Cor¬ 
poration,  of  East  Hartford,  CT.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Boston,  MA,  or  Washington. 
DC.) 

MC  135078  (Sub-39F).  filed  January 
12.  1979.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  7850  F  Street, 
Omaha,  NE  68127.  Representative: 
Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100  Ten  Main 
Center.  P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas  City, 
MO  64141.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  department 
and  discount  stores,  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  Dalton,  GA,  Char¬ 
lotte,  NC,  and  points  in  CT,  ILs  MA, 
NJ,  NY,  OH,  and  PA,  to  the  facilities 
of  Mid-West  Pool  Car  Shipping  Associ¬ 
ation.  Inc.,  at  or  near  Denver,  CO. 
(Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO,  or  Omaha. 
NE.) 

Note;  Dual  operations  are  involved  in  this 
proceeding. 

MC  136123  (Sub-4F),  filed  December 
27,  1978.  Applicant:  MEAT  DIS¬ 

PATCH,  INC.,  2103  17th  Street.  East. 
Palmetto,  PL  33561.  Representative: 
Robert  D.  Gunderman,  710  Statler 
Building,  Buffalo.  NY  14202.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  floor  tile  and  flooring  accesso¬ 
ries.  between  the  facilities  of  Uvalde 
R<x-k  Asphalt  Company,  at  (a)  Hous¬ 
ton,  TX,  and  (b)  Rutherford.  NJ,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  orginating  at  or  destined  to  the 
named  facilities.  (Hearing  site:  Buffa¬ 
lo,  NY.) 

Note:  Dual  operations  are  involved. 

MC  136315  (Sub-54F),  filed  January 
15,  1979.  Applicant:  OLEN  BURRAGE 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  Route  9.  Box  22-A. 
Philadelphia,  MS  39350.  Representa¬ 
tive;  Fred  W.  Johnson,  Jr.,  1500  Depos¬ 
it  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22628, 
Jack.son.  MS  39205.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  pipe, 
fittings,  t'alves,  and  hydrants,  and(2) 
accessories  used  in  the  installation  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  the 
facilities  of  Clow  Corporation,  in  (a) 
Jefferson  County,  AL,  and  (b)  Talla¬ 
dega  County,  AL,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD. 
NE,  KS.  OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Jackson,  MS.  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note:  Dual  operations  are  involved. 


MC  136482  (Sub-6F).  filed  January 
15.  1979.  Applicant:  INDUSTRIAL  AS¬ 
PHALT  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
5560,  Statesville,  NC  28677.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Bill  R.  Davis,  Suite  101— 
Emerson  Center,  2814  New  Spring  Rd., 
Atlanta,  GA  30339.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting  roofing, 
roofing  materials,  and  asphalt,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Morehead 
City,  NC,  to  points  in  SC  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site;  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  136546  (Sub-5P),  filed  December 

I.  1978.  Applicant:  PELTON  BROS. 
TRANSPORT  LIMITED,  R.R.  3. 
Paris,  Ontario,  Canada  N3L  3E3.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  William  J.  Hirsch,  Suite 
1125,  43  Court  St.,  Buffalo.  NY  14202. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  foreign  commerce 
only,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  cement  and  cement  products,  from 
York  and  Wampum,  PA.  to  points  of 
entry  on  the  international  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  in  MI  and  NY,  (Hearing  site; 
Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-189F),  filed  January 
8.  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SANDERS 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer 
707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Representative: 
James  W.  Segrest  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  traixsporting  corroding  grade 
lead,  from  the  facilities  of  Amax  Lead 
and  Zinc,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Bq^  and 
Buick,  MO,  tP  the  facilities  of  Daniell 
Battery  Manufacturing  Co.,  at  Baton 
Rouge,  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Baton 
Rouge,  LA,  or  Montgomery,  AL.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-190P).  filed  January 
8.  1979.  Applicant;  WILEY  SANDERS 
TRUCK  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  707, 
Troy,  AL  36081.  Representative:  James 
W.  ^grest  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  or  used  by  lawn  and 
garden  supply  houses,  and  de-icers; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture,  distribution,  and 
sale,  of  the  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above,  between  points  in  St.  Louis 
County,  MN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Hibbing,  MN,  or  Montgomery,  AL. ) 

MC  138882  (Sub-191P),  filed  January 

II,  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative;  James  W.  Segrest  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  plumb¬ 


ing  fixtures,  and  parts,  attachments, 
and  accessories  for  plumbing  fixtures, 
from  Evansville  and  Rockport,  IN,  to 
points  in  AR.  DE,  FL,  LA,  NJ.  NY, 
OH,  OK,  PA,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Evansville,  IN,  or  Birmingham.  AL.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-192F).  filed  January 
12,  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  George  A.  Olsen.  P.O.  Box 
357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  floor  co¬ 
verings,  tiles,  and  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation,  manufacture,  and  sale  of  floor 
coverings  and  tiles  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
the  GAF  Corporation,  (a)  in  Lehigh 
County,  PA,  and  (b)  at  or  near  Vails 
Gate,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS, 
OK,  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  New  York. 
NY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-194F).  filed  January 
12.  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box 
357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  roofing 
granules  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Kremlin  and  Pembine,  Wl.  An¬ 
napolis.  MO,  Blue  Ridge  Summit  and 
Charmian,  PA,  and  Bound  Brook.  NJ. 
to  thase  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS.  OK.  and 
TX.  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  indicated  des¬ 
tinations.  (Hearing  site:  New  York. 
NY,  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-196F),  filed  January 
12.  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box 
357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  pho¬ 
tographic  equipment,  reproduction 
equipment,  parts  and  accessories  for 
photographic  equipment  and  repro¬ 
duction  equipment,  cleaning,  washing, 
scouring,  weed  killing,  and  softening 
compounds,  chemicals,  paper,  paper 
products,  plastic  articles,  resitis,  dyes, 
paints,  and  oxides,  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped 
w'ith  mechanical  refrigeration:  and  (2) 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  in  vehi¬ 
cles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration,  between  the  facilities  of  the 
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GAP  Corporation,  at  or  near  Bing¬ 
hamton.  Johnson  'City,  and  Vestal. 
NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  the  indicated  points. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York.  NY,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-198F).  filed  January 
12.  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES,  INC..  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  CJeorge  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box 
357,  Gladstone.  NJ  07934.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  building 
materials  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  the  GAP 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Joliet,  IL,  to 
poinU  in  IN.  lA.  MI.  MN.  MO.  OH. 
and  WI,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origin  facilities  and  destined  to 
the  indicated  destinations.  (Hearing 
site:  New  York.  NY,  or  Washington. 
DC.) 

MC  139096  (Sub-3P),  filed  December 
4.  1978.  Applicant:  RENO  ARMORED 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1130  S.  Flower 
St..  Los  Angeles.  CA  90015.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  Y.  Schureman,  1545  Wil- 
shire  Blvd.,  Los*Angeles,  CA  90017.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  coin,  currency,  securities,  and 
savings  bond  stock,  between  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  CA.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  Carson  City,  NV,  and  points 
in  Douglas.  Lyon.  Storey,  and  Washoe 
Counties,  NV,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  San  Francisco,  of  San  Francis¬ 
co,  CA.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles  or 
San  Francisco,  CA.) 

MC  139274  (Sub-5F).  filed  November 
16.  1978.  Applicant:  THE  DANIEL 
COMPANY  OF  SPRINGFIELD,  419 
E.  Kearney.  Springfield.  MO  65803. 
Representative:  Bruce  McCurry,  910 
Plaza  Towers.  Springfield.  MO  65804. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  general  commodities  (except 
articles  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  R. 
T.  French  Company,  of  Rochester, 
NY.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  C^ty  or  St. 
Louis,  MO.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  involved  in 
this  proceeding. 

MC  139457  (Sub-12F).  fUed  Novem¬ 
ber  24.  1978.  Applicant:  G.  L.  SKID¬ 


MORE.  d.b.a.  JELLY.  SKIDMORE 
TRUCitiNG  COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  38. 
Parte,  TX  75460.  Representative:  Paul 
D.  Angenend.  P.O.  Box  2207,  Austin, 
TX  78768.  To  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  materials,  eguip- 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  canned  and  preserved  food¬ 
stuffs.  from  Chicago.  IL,  and  Hart, 
Lake  Odessa,  and  Sodus.  MI.  to  the 
facilities  of  Campbell  sioup  (Texas) 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Parte.  TX.  under  con¬ 
tinuing  contract(s)  with  Campbell 
Soup  (Texas)  Inc.,  of  Parte,  TX.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Dallas,  TX.  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  140024  (Sub-133P).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  21.  1978.  Applicant:  J.  B.  MONT¬ 
GOMERY,  INC.,  a  Delaware  corpora¬ 
tion.  '5565  East  52nd  Avenue.  Com¬ 
merce  City,  CO  80022.  Representative: 
Jeffrey  A.  Knoll  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  hardware,  depart¬ 
ment.  and  plumbing  supply  stores, 
from  Middleheld.  Shelby,  and  Colum¬ 
biana,  OH.  to  points  in  CA.  CO.  IL.  IN, 
MI.  MO.  NE.  NV.  OR.  TX.  WA.  and 
WI.  (Hearing  site:  Washington.  IX:,  or 
Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  140363  (Sub-17P).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  27.  1978.  Applicant:  CHAMP’S 
TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC..  P.O.  Box 
1255,  Meraux,  LA  70075.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Edward  A  Winter,  235  Rosewood 
Drive,  Metairie,  LA  70005.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  alumi¬ 
num  fluroide,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Geismar,  LA.  to  points  in 
OH.  (Hearing  site:  Baton  Rouge  or 
New’  Orleans,  LA.) 

MC  140852  (Sub-4F).  filed  January  4. 
1979.  Applicant:  C.  W.  MITCHELL, 
INC.,  doing  business  as  MITCHELL 
TRANSCRIPT.  4401  N.  Westshore 
Blvd.,  Tampa.  PL  33684.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Rudy  Yessln,  314  Wilkinson 
Street,  Frankfort,  KY  40601.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat-packing  houses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  (except  hides,  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Huron,  SD,  to  points  in  TN,  NC, 
SC.  LA.  AL.  GA,  FL,  and  MS.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington.  DC.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  involved  in 
this  proceeding. 


MC  140914  (Sub-3F).  filed  November 
21.  1978.  Applicant:  DOBSON 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  Box  498,  Dobson, 
NC  27017.  Representative:  Eric  Meier- 
hoefer.  Suite  423,  1511  K  Street.  NW.. 
Washington.  DC  20005.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  cut 
granite  products,  from  Mt.  Airy.  NC. 
to  pointe  in  NY.  NJ,  PA.  CT.  VA.  WV. 
MD,  TN,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Char¬ 
lotte.  NC.) 

MC  141062  (Sub-4F),  filed  January 
17,  1979.  -Applicant:  ANTONA 

TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  Route  208. 
Washingtonville,  >  NY  10992.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  M.  .Alfano,  550  Ma- 
maroneck  Avenue.  Harrison.  NY 
10528.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  fertilizer  and  ag¬ 
ricultural  lime,  in  bulk,  from  Franklin 
and  Yardville,  NJ.  and  Fairless  Hills, 
PA,  to  points  in  Orange.  Rockland. 
Sullivan,  Ulster,  and  Westchester 
Coimties,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY.) 

MC  141216  (Sub-5F).  filed  December 
1.  1978.  Applicant:  DARRELL  K. 
OAKLEY,  doing  business  as  OAKLEY 
ENTERPRISES.  P.O.  Box  387,  Rapid 
City,  SC  57709.  Representative:  J. 
Maurice  Adams.  1734  Sheridan  Lake 
Rd.,  Rapid  City.  SD  57701.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  con¬ 
crete  products,  plastic  pipe,  and  lift 
trucks,  from  Mitchell,  Rapid  City,  and 
Watertown.  SD.  to  points  in  MN.  MT. 
NE.  ND.  and  WY,  and  (2)  commodities 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  concrete  products  and  plastic 
pipe  from  points  in  MN,  MT.  NE,  ND. 
and  WY.  to  Mitchell.  Rapid  City,  and 
Watertown,  SD.  (Hearing  site:  Rapid 
City  or  Pierre,  SD.) 

MC  141382  (Sub-2F).  filed  January  2, 
1979.  Applicant:  DON’S  MOVING  & 
DELIVERY  SYSTEM.  INC.,  527 
South  Fremont  Street,  Janesville,  WI 
53545.  Representative:  Richard  A. 
Westley,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite 
100,  Madison,  WI  53705.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  pre¬ 
fabricated  homes,  in  sections,  and 
parts  and  components  for  prefabricat¬ 
ed  homes,  from  the  facilities  of 
Heartw’ood  Homes,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Portage.  WI,  to  points  in  IL,  lA,  and 
the  Upper  Peninsula  of  MI;  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution, 
and  assembly  of  prefabricated  homes, 
from  points  in  lU  lA.  and  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  MI.  to  the  facilities  of 
Heartwood  Homes.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
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Portage,  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Milwaukee, 
WI,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  141932  (Sub-9P),  filed  January  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  POLAR  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  176  King  Street,  Han¬ 
over,  MA  02339.  Representative:  Alton 
C.  Gardner  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  petroleum,  petroleum 
products,  vehicle  body  sealer,  and 
sound  dcadener  compounds,  and  fil¬ 
ters,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of 
Quaker  Slate  Oil  Refining  Corpora¬ 
tion,  in  Warren  County,  MS,  to  those 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  ND.  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  and  TX;  and 
(2)  petroleum,  petroleum  products,  ve¬ 
hicle  body  sealer,  sound  deadener  com¬ 
pounds,  filters,  and  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  equipment  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
(exc'ept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  points  in  AL,  GA,  IL, 
IN.  KY,  NY,  OH.  OK.  PA.  RI  SC,  VA. 
and  WV,  to  the  facilities  of  Quaker 
State  Oil  Refining  Corporation,  in 
Warren  County,  MS.  restricted  in  (1) 
and  (2)  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
named  facilities.  (Hearing  site:  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.) 

NoTE.-Dual  operations  are  involved  in  this 
proceeding . 

MC  142062  (Sub-19P),  filed  January 
3,  1979.  Applicant:  VICTORY 

FREIGHTWAY  SYSTEM.  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  62.  Sellersburg,  IN  47172. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson, 
Jr.,  3426  North  Washington  Blvd.. 
P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  by  manufacturere  of  liquid  plastic 
materiais  (except  commodities  iii 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Celanese 
Polymer  Specialties  Company,  Inc.,  at 
Charleston,  SC,  to  Moab,  UT,  and 
Green  River.  WY,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Celanese  Polymer 
Specialties  Company,  Inc.,  of  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY.  (Hearing  site:  Louisville, 
KY.) 

MC  142667  (Sub-3F),  filed  November 
20,  1978.  Applicant:  BILL  MILL- 

W'OOD.  P.O.  Box  195,  Nashville.  AR 
71852.  Representative:  Don  Garrison, 
P.O.  Box  159,  Rogers.  AR  72756.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  automatic  poultry  feeder 
and  watering  systems,  and  (2)  materi¬ 
als,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  the  commodities 
in  (1)  above,  from  Glendale,  CA,  to 
Blountsville  and  Fort  Payne,  AL,  Lin¬ 


coln,  Nashville,  Russellville,  and 
Springdale,  AR,  Casselberry,  PL, 
Canton  and  Gainesville,  GA,  Many, 
LA,  Forest,  MS,  Siler  City,  NC,  and 
Garrison  and  Gonzalez,  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Fort  Smith,  AR.  or  Lo.s  Angele.s. 
CA.) 

MC  142672  (Sub-44P).  filed  January 
12,  1979.  Applicant:  DAVID  BENEUX 
PRODUCE  &  TRUCKING.  INC.,  Post 
Office  Drawer  F,  Mulberry,  AR  72947. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  Post 
Ofhee  Box  159,  Rogers.  AR  72756.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting /oocfsftt^fs  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion,  from  the  facilities  of  M&M/ 
Mars.  Division  of  Mars,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Cleveland,  TN,  to  points  'in  AZ.  CA. 
CO,  lA.  ID,  IL.  IN.  KS,  LA.  MI.  MO. 
NE,  NM,  NV,  OH.  OR.  TX.  UT,  and 
WA.  (Hearing  site:  Memphis.  TN,  or 
Little  Rock,  AR.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  arc  involved  in 
this  proceeding, 

MC  142743  (Sub-6P),  filed  December 
27.  1979.  Applicant:  FAST  FREIGHT 
SYSTEMS.  INC,,  118  N.  Congress 
Street,  Jackson.  MS  39205.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  22375 
Haggerty  Road.  P.O.  Box  400,  North- 
ville,  MI  48167.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
iron  and  steel  articles,  and  construc¬ 
tion  materials  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Kokomo  and  Port  Wayne, 
IN,  Joliet  and  Blue  Islarid,  IL,  Colum¬ 
bus  and  Toledo,  OH.  and  Grand 
Rapids  and  Lansing.  MI,  to  points  in 
AL.  AR.  FL.  GA.  LA,  MS.  NC,  SC.  TN. 
TX,  VA.  and  WV,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk)  from  the 
destinations  indicated  in  (1)  above  to 
the  origins  named  in  (1)  above,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  or  (iestined  to  the  in¬ 
dicated  points.  (Hearing  site:  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC,  or  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  143059  (Sub-46P),  filed  January 
11,  1979,  Applicant:  MERCER 

TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  Texas 
corporation.  P.O.  Box  35610,  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY  40232.  Representative:  J.  L. 
Stone  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  forest  products,  lumber,  and 
lumber  products,  from  the  facilities  of 
Walker  Williams  Lumber  Co.,  Inc.,  at 
or  near  Hatchechubbee,  AL,  to  points 
in  AL,  IL.  IN,  KY,  MI.  OH,  and  TN,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  named  origin 


facilities.  (Hearing  site:  Louisville.  KY. 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  143059  (Sub-48P),  filed  January 
19,  1979.  Applicant:  MERCER 

TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  Texas 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  35610,  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY  40232.  Representative;  J.  L. 
Stone  (same  address  as  applicant ).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  building  materials,  and  acces¬ 
sories  and  supplies  used  in  the  instal¬ 
lation  of  building  materials,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Bird  &  Son.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Bardstown,  KY,  to  points  in  AZ.  CA. 
CO,  CT.  DE.  ID.  IL.  IN,  lA.  KS.  ME. 
MD.  MA.  MI,  MS,  NE.  NH.  NJ,  NY. 
OH.  OR.  PA.  UT,  VT,  WA.  WV.  WI, 
and  DC.  (Hearing  site:  Loui.sville.  KY, 
or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  143775  (Sub-55P),  filed  January 
2.  1979.  Applicant;  PAUL  YATES. 
INC,.  6601  West  Orang('Wood.  Glen¬ 
dale,  AZ  85301.  Representative:  Mi¬ 
chael  R.  Burke,  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  candy,  and  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
candy,  from  South  St.  Paul,  MN,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK.  HI.  and  MN).  (Hearing  site:  St. 
Paul.  MN,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  involved 

MC  143812  (Sub-7P),  filed  January  8. 
1979.  Applicant:  MARTIN  E.  VAN 
DIEST,  doing  business  as  M.  VAN 
DIEST  COMPANY.  8087  Victoria 
Avenue,  Riverside,  CA  92504.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Monheim,  P.O. 
Box  1756,  Whittier.  CA  90609.  To  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  grape  juice,  in  bulk,  from 
Prosser.  WA,  to  the  points  on  the  in¬ 
ternational  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  in  ID,  WA. 
and  MT;  and  (2)  liquid  foodstuffs,  in 
bulk,  (a)  from  Fruitland,  ID,  to  points 
in  CA.  and  (b)  from  points  in  Kern 
County,  CA,  to  points  in  WA.  (Hearing 
site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  144672  (Sub-6F),  filed  January 
10,  1979.  Applicant:  VICTORY  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  Box  26189,  Trotwood. 
OH  45426.  Representative:  Richard 
Schaefer  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  general  commodities  (except 
articles  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Edgewater  and 
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Pennsauken,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  involved  in 
this  proceeding. 

MC  144678  (Sub-4P),  filed  January 
24.  1979.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 

FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  a 
Deleware  Corporation,  9393  West 
noth  Street,  Fifth  Floor,  Overland 
Park.  KS  66210.  Representative: 
Harold  H.  Clokey  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  articles  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  (1)  between 
Memphis,  TN,  and  Oklahoma  City, 
over  Interstate  Hwy  40,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points  serving  Tulsa,  OK, 
as  an  off-route  point,  and  (2)  between 
Memphis,  .TN,  and  Dallas,  TX:  from 
Memphis  over  Interstate  Hwy  40  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  30,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  30  to  Dallas,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  (Hearing  site: 
Memphis.  TN,  Oklahoma  City,  and 
Dallas.  TX.) 

MC  144678  (Sub-5F),  filed  January 
26.  1979.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 

FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation,  9393  West  110th 
Street,  Fifth  Floor,  Overland  Park,  KS 
66210.  Representative:  Harold 
Clokey  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  general  commodities  (except  arti¬ 
cles  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  the  facilities  of 
Attwood  Corporation.  Subsidiary  of 
Steelcase,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Lowell,  MI. 
as  an  off-route  point  In  connection 
with  carrier’s  otherwise  authorized 
regular-route  operations.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  144789  (Sub-IP),  filed  November 
28,  1978,  previously  published  in  the 
F1:deral  Register  issue  of  January  11, 
1979.  Applicant:  SUZANNE  V.  KING, 
doing  business  as  ERNIE'S  MOBILE 
HOME  TRANSPORT,  5779  Feather 
River  Blvd.,  Marysville.  CA  95901. 
Representative:  Marvin  Handler,  100 
Fine  St.— Suite  2550,  San  FYancisco, 
CA  94111.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  buildings,  com¬ 
plete  or  in  sections,  mounted  on 
wheeled  undercarriages.  between 
points  in  AZ.  CA.  CO.  ID.  MT,  NV. 


NM.  OR.  TX.  UT,  WA.  and  WY. 
(Hearing  site:  San  Francisco  or  Los 
Angeles.  CA.) 

Note.— 'This  republication  clarifies  the 
commodity  description. 

MC  145106  (Sub-lOF),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  20,  1978.  Applicant:  EDINA  CART¬ 
AGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  1000  Taylor 
Ave.,  Flat  River,  MO  63601.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh 
St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregnilar  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  glass  containers,  from  Lincoln. 
Woonsocket,  and  Providence.  RI,  to 
points  in  CT,  DE.  lA.  IL,  IN,  KY,  MA, 
MD,  ME,  MI.  MN.  MO.  NH.  NJ.  NY, 
OH.  PA.  RI.  VA.  VT,  WI.  WV.  and  DC. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Na¬ 
tional  Bottle  Co.,  of  Bala-Cynwyd,  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  145202  (Sub-3F''),  filed  January 
12.  1979.  Applicant:  K-LINES,  LTD., 
3125  S.  11th  Street,  Council  Bluffs,  lA 
51501.  Representative:  James  M. 
Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309.  To  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat-pack¬ 
ing  houses,  as  described  in  sections  A 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  Hygrade  Food  Prod¬ 
ucts  Corporation,  at  or  near  Storm 
Lake  and  Cherokee.  lA,  to  points  in 
FTi,  GA,  LA,  NC,  and  SC.  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  named  origin  facilities  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  Hy¬ 
grade  Pood  Products  Corporation,  of 
Detroit,  MI.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha. 
NE.  or  St.  Paul.  MN.) 

MC  145337  (Sub-2P),  filed  November 
29,  1978.  Applicant:  P.M.E.,  LTD.,  Box 
181,  Group  261,  R.R.  2,  Winnipeg, 
Manitoba.  Canada  R3C  2E6.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Gene  P.  Johnson,  P.O.  Box 
2471,  Fargo,  ND  58108.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
foreign  commerce  only,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  carbonated  bever¬ 
ages,  from  the  facilities  of  G.  Heile- 
man  Brewing  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  St. 
Paul,  MN,  to  points  along  the  interna¬ 
tional  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
Noyes.  MN,  Portal,  ND.  Sweetgrass. 
MT,  and  Blaine  and  Port  Angeles,  WA. 
(Hearing  site:  Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul 
MN.) 

MC  145462  (Sub-3F).  filed  January  8, 
1979.  Applicant:  HOLLIS  E.  LOWE, 
doing  business  as  LOWE  TRUCKING 


COMPANY,  6639  Abington  Pike.  Rich¬ 
mond,  IN  47374.  Representative:  Rus¬ 
sell  H.  Schussler,  400  First  National 
Bank  Building.  Richmond,  IN  47374. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  unfinished  castings,  from 
Havana,  IL.  and  Sparta,  MI.  to  Rich¬ 
mond,  IN;  and  (2)  borings,  from  Rich¬ 
mond,  IN,  to  Havana.  IL.  under  con¬ 
tinuing  contract!  s)  with  Dana  Corpo¬ 
ration,  of  Toledo,  OH.  (Hearing  site: 
indianaplois.  IN.) 

MC  145462  (Sub-4F).  filed  January  8, 
1979.  Applicant:  HOLLIS  E.  LOWE, 
doing  business  as  LOWE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  6639  Abington  Pike.  Rich¬ 
mond,  IN  47374.  Representative:  Rus¬ 
sell  H.  Schussler,  400  First  National 
Bank  Building,  Richmond,  IN  47374. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  unfinished  castings,  from 
Washington,  MO,  to  Richmond,  IN. 
under  continuing  contract!  s)  with 
Dana  Corporation,  of  Toledo,  OH. 
(Hearing  site;  Indianapolis.  IN.) 

MC  145696  (Sub- IF),  filed  November 
24.  1978.  Applicant:  M  &  M  LIMITED. 
228  Louisville  Air  Park,  Louisville.  KY 
40213.  Representative:  John  M.  Nader, 
1600  Citizens  Plaza,  Louisville,  KY 
40202.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  grocery  and 
food  business  houses  (except  frozen 
commodities  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Colgate- 
Palmolive  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Jeffer¬ 
sonville.  IN,  to  Milw’aukee,  WI,  under 
continuing  contract!  s)  with  Colgate 
Palmolive  Co.,  Inc.,  of  Jeffersonville, 
IN.  (Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  145747  (Sub-2F).  filed  November 
29,  1978.  Applicant:  R  &  S  TRANS- 
IH3RT  INC.,  3601  Wyoming  Ave., 
Dearborn,  MI  48120.  Representative: 
David  A.  Turano,  100  East  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  Portland 
cement  and  mortar,  (a)  from  East  Flil- 
tonham,  OH,  to  points  in  IN,  KY,  MI, 
PA.  and  WV,  and  (b)  from  Nitro,  WV, 
to  points  in  KY,  OH,  and  PA.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

Note.— The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  common  control  of  appli¬ 
cant  and  another  regulated  carrier  must 
either  file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C. 
S  11343(a)  (formerly  section  5(2)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Act),  or  submit  an  affidavit  indicat¬ 
ing  why  such  approval  is  unnecessary. 

MC  145755  (Sub- IF),  filed  January 
15.  1979.  Applicant:  D  &  L  CARTAGE. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  170,  1865  Bernice 
Road.  Lansing.  IL  60438.  Representa- 
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live:  James  Robert  Evans,  145  W.  Wis¬ 
consin  Avenue,  Neenah,  WI  54956.  To 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  soybean  meal  and  soybean 
hulls,  in  bulk,  from  Chicago,  IL,  to 
points  in  IN,  Ml,  and  WI,  under  con¬ 
tinuing  contract(s)  with  Cargill,  Inc., 
of  Chicago,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL.) 

MC  145777F,  filed  November  15, 
1978.  Applicant:  CARROLL  MOVING 
&  TRANSFER  COMPANY,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  314,  618  Canton  Road, 
NW.,  Carrollton,  OH  44615.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  W.  Gardier,  Jr.,  100 
East  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
To  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  plastic  pipe,  fittings,  and 
accessories  for  plastic  pipe,  from  Car¬ 
rollton  and  Canton,  OH,  to  those 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  MN,  lA.  MO.  AR.  and  LA,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  above,  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  from  the  destinations  in 

(1)  above,  to  the  origins  in  (1)  above, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  in  (1)  and 

(2)  above  with  LCP  Plastics,  Inc.,  of 
Carrollton,  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Colum- 
bu.s,  OH,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— The  person  or  persons  who  appear 
to  be  engaged  in  common  control  must 
either  file  an  application  under  49  U.S.C. 
§  11343(a)  (formerly  section  5(2)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act),  or  submit  an  affi¬ 
davit  indicating  why  such  approval  is  unnec¬ 
essary. 

MC  146103P,  filed  December  27. 
1978.  Applicant:  BETTER  ROADS 
CORPORATION,  9825  Philadelphia 
Road.  Baltimore,  MD  21237.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Little,  Suite  1212, 
W.  R.  Grace  Building,  10  East  Balti¬ 
more  Street.  Baltimore,  MD  21202.  To 
oiJerate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  asphalt  and  asphalt  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Balti¬ 
more.  MD.  to  points  in  Berkeley, 
Grant,  Gardy,  Jefferson.  Hampshire, 
Mineral,  and  Morgan  Counties,  WV, 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Central  Oil  Asphalt  Corporation  of 
Columbus,  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Balti¬ 
more,  MD,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  146105P,  filed  January  4.  1979. 
Applicant:  GARY  L,  GERBER 

TRUCKING,  a  con>oration.  R.D.  1, 
Box  234,  Bloomsbury,  NJ  08804.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box 
357,  Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  To  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles  from  (a)  the  facilities  of 
Wheeling-Pittsburgh  Steel  Co„  at  or 
near  Allenport,  PA,  Martins  Ferry, 
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Mingo  Junction,  and  Steubenville,  OH, 
and  Beechbottom,  WV.  (b)  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Gibraltar  Steel  Co.,  at  or  near 
Niles,  OH,  (c)  the  facilities  of  Sharon 
Steel  Co.,  at  or  near  Sharon,  PA,  (d) 
the  facilities  of  Blair  Steel  Co.,  at  or 
near  New  Castle,  PA,  (e)  the  facilities 
of  US  Steel  Co.,  at  or  near  Pittsburgh, 
PA.  and  (f)  the  facilities  of  Weirton 
Steel  Co.,  at  or  near  Weirton,  WV,  to 
the  facilities  of  Gerber  Metal  Supply 
Co„  at  Hillside,  NJ,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Gerber  Metal  Supply 
Co.,  of  Hillside,  NJ.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  146128P.  filed  January  12.  1979. 
Applicant:  MERRITT  FOOD  COMPA¬ 
NY,  d.b.a.  MERRITT  REFRIGERAT¬ 
ED  SERVICE.  2840  Guinotte,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64120.  Representative: 
Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100  Ten  Main 
Center,  P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas  City, 
MO  64141.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  confectionery 
and  candy  cough  drops,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigera¬ 
tion,  from  (a)  the  facilities  of  M  &  M/ 
Mars,  Division  of  Mars,  Inc.,  at  Eliza¬ 
beth  and  Hackettstowm,  NJ,  and  Eliza¬ 
bethtown,  PA,  and  (b)  the  facilities  of 
Luden’s,  Inc.,  at  Reading,  PA,  to 
points  in  I  A,  KS,  and  MO;  and  (2) 
foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  M&M/Mars,  Division  of  Mars. 
Inc.,  at  Cleveland,  TN,  to  points  in  lA, 
KS,  and  MO.  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origin  facili¬ 
ties  and  destined  to  the  indicated  des¬ 
tinations.  (Hearing  site:  Kansas  City, 
MO.) 

[FR  Doc.  79-5915  Filed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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PERMANENT  AUTHORITY  DECISIONS 
Decisien-Notic* 

Decided:  February  12,  1979. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  notice  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  to  file  a  protest, 
within  30  days  will  be  considered  as 
waiver  of  opposition  to  the  applica¬ 
tion.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  Rule  247(e)(3)  of 
the  Rules  of  Practice  which  requires 
that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  con¬ 


tain  a  detailed  statement  of  protes- 
tant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding,  (as 
specifically  noted  below),  and  shall 
specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but 
shall  not  include  issues  or  allegations 
phrased  generally,  a  protestant  should 
include  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions 
of  its  authority  which  protestant  be¬ 
lieves  to  be  in  conflict  with  that 
sought  in  the  application,  and  describe 
in  detail  the  method— whether  by 
joinder,  interline,  or  other  means— by 
which  protestant  would  use  such  au¬ 
thority  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the 
service  proposed.  Protests  not  in  rea¬ 
sonable  compliance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  rules  may  be  rejected. 
The  original  and  one  copy  of  the  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  upon  applicant  if  no  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named.  It  the  protest  in¬ 
cludes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(eK4)  of  the  special  rules 
and  shall  include  the  certification  re¬ 
quired  in  that  section. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application 
shall  promptly  request  that  it  be  dis¬ 
missed,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute 
and  application  under  the  procedures 
of  the  Commission  will  result  in  its 
dismissal. 

Further  prcKessing  steps  W’ill  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will 
not  be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s .  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  Find: 

With  the  exceptions  of  those  appli¬ 
cations  involving  duly  noted  problems 
(e.g.,  unresolved  common  control,  un¬ 
resolved  fitness  questions,  and  juris¬ 
dictional  problems)  we  find,  prelimi¬ 
narily,  that  each  common  carrier  ap¬ 
plicant  has  demonstrated  that  its  pro¬ 
posed  service  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  and  that 
each  contract  carrier  applicant  quali¬ 
fies  as  a  contract  carrier  and  its  pro¬ 
posed  contract  <»rrier  service  will  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy. 
Each  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  pro¬ 
posed  and  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Title  49.  Subtitle  IV,  United 
States  Code,  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  Except  where  specifically 
noted  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting 
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the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
nor  a  major  regulatory  action  under 
the  Energy  Policy  and  Conservation 
Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find,  pre¬ 
liminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
which  is  expressly  reserved,  to  impose 
such  conditions  as  it  finds  necessary  to 
insure  that  applicant’s  operations 
shall  conform  to  the  provisions  of  49 
U.S.C.  §  10930  [formerly  section  210  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act], 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  on  or  before  April  2, 
1979  (or,  if  the  application  later  be¬ 
comes  unopposed),  appropriate  au¬ 
thority  will  be  issued  to  each  applicant 
(except  those  with  duly  noted  prob¬ 
lems)  upon  compliance  with  certain  re¬ 
quirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  effectiveness  of  this  de¬ 
cision-notice.  To  the  extent  that  the 
authority  sought  below  may  duplicate 
and  applicant’s  existing  authority, 
such  duplication  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  conferring  more  than  a 
single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all  spe¬ 
cific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision- 
notice.  or  the  application  of  a  non¬ 
complying  applicant  shall  stand 
denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier, 
and  Hill. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr. 

Secretary. 

MC  531  (Sub-369P),  filed  December 
11.  1978.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 

BROTHERS.  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Rd., 
P.O.  Box  14048,  Houston,  TX  77021. 
Representative:  Wry  E.  Hughes  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  fish  oils 
and  fish  solubles,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles.  from  San  Diego.  CA.  to  points  in 
I  A.  LA.  NE,  OK.  and  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis,  MO.  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  1335  (Sub-4F),  filed  January  15, 
1979.  Applicant:  MOTEK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  a  New  Jersey  Corpora¬ 
tion,  345  Main  St..  P.O.  Box  123,  Har- 
leysville,  PA  19438.  Representative:  D. 
L.  Cain  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  household  cleaning  products, 
from  Bristol.  PA.  to  points  in  NY. 
(Hearing  site:  Philadelphia,  PA.) 


MC  2202  (Sub-577P),  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  ROADWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  471,  1077 
Gorge  Blvd.,  Akron,  OH  44309.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  O.  Turney,  Suite 
1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washing¬ 
ton.  DC  20014.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regxilar  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  articles  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  sening  Toms  River,  NJ  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  otherwise-authorized  regular- 
route  operations.  (Hearing  site:  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.) 

MC  2202  (Sub-580F),  filed  January 
25.  1979.  Applicant:  ROADWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  471,  1077 
Gorge  Blvd.,  Akron,  OH  44309.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  O.  Turney,  Suite 
1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20014.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  articles  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  serving  the  Federal  Prison,  at 
or  near  Milan,  MI  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  oth¬ 
erwise-authorized  regular-route  oper¬ 
ations.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  10875  (Sub-48F),  filed  January  8, 
1979.  Applicant:  BRANCH  MOTOR 
EXPRESS  COMPANY,  a  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  corporation,  114  Fifth  Avenue, 
New  York.  NY  10011.  Representative: 
Jack  R.  Turney,  Jr.,  2001  Massachu¬ 
setts  Avenue,  N.W..  Washington.  DC 
20036.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  general  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment).  (1)  between 
Greensboro,  NC,  and  Atlanta,  GA, 
from  Greensboro  over  Interstate  Hwy 
40  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  75,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy  75.  to  Atlanta, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  junctions  Interstate  Hwys  40  and 
75  and  Interstate  Hwys  24  and  75.  for 
the  purpose  of  joinder  only,  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Lexington,  KY,  and  Nashville, 
TN,  from  Lexington  over  Interstate 
Hwy  75  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  40. 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  40  to  Nash¬ 
ville,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  junction  Interstate  Hwys  40 
and  75  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only. 


and  (3)  between  Nashville  and  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Hwys  24  and  75,  over 
Interstate  Hwy  24,  serving  no  interme¬ 
diate  points  and  sen'ing  junction  In¬ 
terstate  Hwys  24  and  75,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  joinder  only,  (Hearing  site: 
Greensboro,  NC,  Atlanta,  GA,  Nash¬ 
ville,  TN,  Cincinnati,  OH,  and  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC.) 

Note.— This  application  seeks  no  new 
points  of  service,  other  than  for  the  purpose 
of  Joinder  only. 

MC  11207  (Sub-464F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1978.  Applicant:  DEATON.  INC., 
a  Delaware  corporation.  317  Avenue 
W.  P.O.  Box  938,  Birmingham,  AL 
35201.  Representative:  Kim  D.  Mann, 
Suite  1010,  7101  Wisconsin  Avenue, 
Washington,  DC  20014.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  articles,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  from  Houston,  TX.  to 
points  in  AR.  LA,  MS.  and  TN.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Houston,  TX.  or  Washington. 
DC.) 

MC  25798  (Sub-357F).  filed  January 
25.  1979.  Applicant:  CLAY  HYDER 
•TRUCKING  LINES.  INC.,  a  North 
Carolina  corporation,  P.O.  Box  1186, 
Auburndale,  PT  33823.  Representative: 
Tony  G.  Russell  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  section  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C, 
209  and  766,  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  at  Dakota 
City,  NE,  to  points  in  AZ.  CA,  and  NV 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
facilities  and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations  except  for  export  traffic. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  26825  (Sub-23F),  filed  January  2. 
1979.  Applicant:  ANDREWS  VAN 
LINES,  INC.,  Seventh  and  Park 
Avenue,  Box  1609,  Norfolk.  NE  68701. 
Representative:  Floyd  F.  Knutson. 
3290  Bridgeford  Road,  Omaha.  NE 
68124.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  air  filters,  ac¬ 
cessories  and  parts  for  air  filters,  and 
air  filter  media,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  between  Dallas,  TX,  Fayette¬ 
ville.  AR,  Harrisburg.  PA.  Los  Angeles, 
CA,  Louisville,  KY.  and  Zion.  IL.  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
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AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Louisville, 
KY.) 

MC  27817  (Sub-150F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1978.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER, 
INC.,  a  Delaware  corporation.  R.D. 
No.  3,  P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg, 
PA  17201.  Representative:  Christian  V. 
Graf,  407  North  Front  Street,  Harris¬ 
burg,  PA  17101.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  elec¬ 
tric  lamps.  Christmas  tree  lamp  out¬ 
fits.  electric  cord  sets,  dry  cell  batter¬ 
ies,  portable  battery  chargers,  lamp 
baUast,  and  lighting  fixtures,  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  (a)  between 
the  facilities  of  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  at  or  near  Belle\^e,  Bucyrus, 
Circleville,  Cleveland,  Conneaut,  Jef¬ 
ferson.  Logan,  Ravenna,  Warren,  and 
Youngstoan,  OH.  Bridgeville,  PA,  and 
Lexington  and  Somerset,  KY,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
CT.  DE.  ME.  MD,  MA.  NH.  NJ.  NY, 
PA.  RI.  VA.  VT,  WV.  and  DC.  and  (b) 
between  the  facilities  of  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  at  Winchester,  VA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CT,  DE.  KY,  ME.  MD.  MA, 
NH.  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA.  RI.  VA.  VT,  WV, 
and  DC,  restricted  in  (a)  and  (b)  above 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  and  destined  to  the  named 
points.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC. 
or  Harrisburg,  PA.) 

MC  30237  (Sub-37F),  filed  December 
8.  1978.  Applicant:  YEATTS  TRANS¬ 
FER  COMPANY,  a  Corporation.  P.O. 
Box  666,  Altavista,  VA  24517.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Eston  H.  Alt  (same  address 
as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  new  furniture 
from  Murfreesboro.  TN,  to  points  in 
CT.  DE,  MD.  ME.  MA.  NH.  NJ,  NY. 
PA.  RI.  VA.  VT.  WV.  and  DC.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Nashville.  TN,  or  Washington, 
D.C.) 

MC  42487  (Sub-890P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  4.  1978.  Applicant:  CONSOLI¬ 
DATED  FREIGHTWAYS  CORPO¬ 
RATION  OP  DELAWARE,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation.  175  Linfield  Drive. 
Menlo  Park,  CA  '94025.  Representa¬ 
tive:  V.  R.  Oldenburg,  P.O.  Box  3062, 
Portland,  OR  97208.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
sending  the  facilities  of  Trent  Tube  Di¬ 
vision,  Colt  Industries,  Inc.,  at  East 
Troy,  WI,  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  otherwise  au¬ 


thorized  regular-route  operations. 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee  or  Madison, 
WI.) 

MC  52869  (Sub-99F).  filed  January 
11.  1979.  Applicant:  NORTHERN 

TANK  LINE,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
970,  MUes  City,  MT  59301.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  E.  Miller.  502  First 
National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  NC  58126. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  liquids,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles.  between  points  in  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  MT. 
(Hearing  site:  Billings,  MT). 

MC  59117  (Sub-64F).  filed  December 
1,  1978.  Applicant:  ELUOTT  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1,  Vinita,  OK 
73401.  Representative:  Wilburn  L.  Wil¬ 
liamson,  280  National  Foundation  Life 
Bldg.,  3535  N.W.  58th  Street.  Oklaho¬ 
ma  City,  OK  73112.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  fly  ash, 
in  bulk,  from  Gentry.  AR,  to  points  in 
IL.  lA.  KS.  KY,  LA,  MS.  MO.  NE.  NM. 
OK.  TN.  and  TX.  (Hearing  site: 
Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  61592  (Sub-430F),  filed  January 
5.  1979.  Applicant:  JENKINS  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  Jefferson¬ 
ville,  IN  47130.  Representative:  E.  A. 
DeVine,  P.O.  Box  737,  Moline,  IL 
61265.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in,  u.sed  by.  or  distributed 
by  dealers  and  manufacturers  of  agri¬ 
cultural  equipment,  industrial  equip¬ 
ment,  and  laaTi  and  leisure  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Grand  Island  and  Lexington.  NE,  to 
points  in  IL,  IN.  lA.  KS.  MI.  MN.  MO. 
ND,  SD,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-184P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  4.  1978.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
’TRANSFER  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
13447,  Roanoke.  VA  24034.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  E.  Bain  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
plumbing  goods,  vanities,  and  cabi¬ 
nets,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above,  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  the  facilities  of 
the  Universal  Rundle  Corporation,  at 
Corsicana  and  Hondo,  TX.  Crawfords- 
vllle  and  Rensselaer,  IN,  Leominster, 
MA,  Milw'aukee,  WI,  Monroe.  GA,  New 
Castle.  PA,  Ottumwa,  LA,  Phoenix.  AZ, 
Redlands,  CA,  Salem,  OH,  and  Union 
Point,  GA,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 


the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Univer¬ 
sal  Rundle  Corporation.  (Hearing  site: 
Roanoke.  VA,  or  Pittsburgh.  PA.) 

MC  63417  (Sub-186P).  fUed  Decem¬ 
ber  7.  1978.  Applicant:  BLUE  RIDGE 
’TRANSFER  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
13447,  Roanoke,  VA  24034.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  E.  Bain  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  expand¬ 
ed  polyethelene  products,  from  Biola, 
CA.  to  points  in  AZ.  AR.  CO.  KS.  NV, 
NM,  OK,  TX,  and  UT.  (Hearing  site: 
Roanoke,  VA.) 

MC  73587  (Sub-143P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  5.  1978.  Applicant:  ELLIO'TT 

BROTHERS  TRUCKING  CO..  INC., 
Clifton  Industrial  Park.  Easton.  MD 
21601.  Representative:  Carl  Haddaway 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  general  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  clas.ses  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Easton,  MD.  and 
Baltimore,  MD,  from  Easton  over  U.S. 
Hwy  50  to  Junction  U.S.  Hwy  301,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  301  to  junction  MD 
Hwy  2,  then  over  MD  Hwy  2  to  Balti¬ 
more,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no  interme¬ 
diate  points.  (Hearing  site:  Boston. 
MA,  or  Providence,  RI.) 

MC  74321  (Sub-146P).  filed  Decenv 
ber  12,  1978.  Applicant:.  B.  F. 

WALKER,  INC.,  a  Delaware  corpora¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  17-B,  Denver.  CO 
80217.  Representative:  Richard  P.  Kis¬ 
singer,  Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50 
South  Steele  St.,  Denver,  CO  80209. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  material  handling  equip¬ 
ment,  winches,  compaction  equipment, 
road  marking  equipment,  rollers, 
mobile  cranes,  and  highway  freight 
trailers,  and  (2)  parts,  attachments 
and  accessories  for  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  (except  commod¬ 
ities  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
Hyster  Co.,  at  or  near  Danville  and 
Kewanee,  IL,  Crawfordsville.  IN.  and 
Berea,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  WV,  TN,  VA.  and 
NC.  restricted  to  the  tranportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
above-named  facilities.  (Hearing  site: 
Denver,  CO.) 

MC  82492  (Sub-220F).  filed  January 
8.  1979.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  &  NE¬ 
BRASKA  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  2109 
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Olmstead  Road,  P.O.  Box  2853,  Kala¬ 
mazoo,  MI  49003.  Representative: 
Dewey  R.  Marsclle  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  In  Interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  il}  foodstuffs,  and 
meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat-packing  houses,  as  described  in 
section  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carri¬ 
er  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk);  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  distribution  of  the  commod¬ 
ities  named  in  (1)  above,  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  points  in  MI. 
to  points  in  IL.  KS.  MO.  and  WI 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC.) 

MC  86247  (Sub-15F),  filed  December 
1,  1978.  Applicant:  I.C.L.  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  CARRIERS,  LTD.,  1333  Col¬ 
lege  Avenue,  Windsor,  Ontario. 
Canada  N9C  3Y9.  Representative: 
Joseph  P.  Allen,  7701  W.  Jefferson. 
P.O.  Box  09259,  Detroit.  MI  48209.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  foreign  commerce,  over  ir- 
reguiar  routes,  transporting  magnesite 
and  bonding  mortar,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of  Harbi- 
son  Walker  Refractories.  Division  of 
Dres.ser  Industries,  at  Ludington,  MI. 
to  the  ports  of  entry  on  the  interna¬ 
tional  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  at  Detroit 
and  Port  Huron.  MI.  (Hearing  site:  De¬ 
troit,  MI.  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  100449  (Sub-103F),  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  MALLINGER 

TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  R.R.  4.  Fort 
Dodge.  I A  50501.  Representative: 
Thomas  E.  Leahy.  Jr.,  1980  Financial 
Center.  Des  Moines.  lA  50309.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
hicie,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  ti*ans- 
porting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  dairy  products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat-packing 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A.  B, 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  John  Morrell  &  Co.,  at 
or  near  Sioux  Falls.  SD  and  Esther- 
ville,  lA,  to  points  in  OK  and  TX.  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  named  origin. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-331F),  filed  January 
8.  1979.  Applicant;  NORTH  AMERI¬ 
CAN  VAN  LINES.  INC.,  5001  U.S. 
Highway  30  West.  P.O.  Box  988,  Port 
Wayne.  IN  46801.  Representative:  Ste¬ 
phen  C.  Clifford  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 


foreign  commerce,  over  irregrular 
routes,  transporting  water  heaters, 
from  Montgomery,  AL,  to  points  in 
AR.  FL.  GA.  KY.  LA.  MO,  MS,  NC, 
SC.  TN.  TX,  VA.  and  WV.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago.  IL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-332F).  filed  January 
8.  1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERI¬ 
CAN  VAN  LINES.  INC.,  5001  U.S. 
Highway  30  West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Port 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative: 
David  D.  Bishop  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  screenhouses, 
from  the  facilities  of  Care-Free  Alumi¬ 
num  Products,  at  or  near  Dayton.  OH, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL,  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-333F),  filed  January 
17.  1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERI¬ 
CAN  VAN  LINES.  INC.,  5001  U.S. 
Highway  30  West.  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative: 
Gerald  A.  Burns  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  uncartoned  ma¬ 
chine  tools,  and  parts  and  accessories 
for  machine  tools  when  moving  in 
mixed  loads  with  uncartoned  machine 
tools,  from  the  facilities  of  the  Mon¬ 
arch  Machine  Tool  Company,  at  or 
near  Cortland.  NY,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK,  HI,  and 
NY).  (Hearing  site:  Syracuse,  NY,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-334P).  filed  January 

17.  1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERI¬ 
CAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001  U.S. 
Highway  30  West.  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne.  IN  46801.  Representative: 
Gerald  A.  Bums  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  automotive  parts  ac¬ 
cessory,  and  supply  stores,  from  the 
facilities  of  U.S.C.  Shipper’s  Associ¬ 
ation.  at  points  in  Los  Angeles  County, 
CA.  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  HI,  and  CA).  (Hearing 
site:  Los  Angeles.  CA.  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-335F).  filed  January 

18.  1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERI¬ 
CAN  VAN  LINES.  INC.,  5001  U.S. 
Highway  30  West.  P.O.  Box  988,  Port 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative: 
David  D.  Bishop  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  Interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  automobile 
supply  and  household  appliance  stores 
and  general  merchandise  stores,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  the  United  States 


(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Western 
Auto  Supply  Company.  (Hearing  site: 
Kansas  City,  MO,  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-336F),  filed  January 
18.  1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERI¬ 
CAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  5001  U.S. 
Highway  30  West.  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Representative: 
David  D.  Bishop  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a'  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  toys,  games,  chil¬ 
dren’s  recreational  equipment,  and 
novelty  items,  from  points  in  MA.  CT, 
and  NH,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Boston,  MA.  or  Hartford,  CTT.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-1153F),  filed  De¬ 
cember  11,  1978,  Applicant:  MAT- 
LACK,  INC.,  Ten  West  Baltimore 
Avenue,  Lansdowne,  PA  19050,  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Martin  C.  Hynes,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  vegeta¬ 
ble  oils  and  vegetable  oil  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  the 
facilities  of  Hunt  Wesson  Oil  Co.,  at 
Harvey  and  Gretna,  LA.  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  between  the  facilities  of 
Wesson  Oil  Co.,  at  Memphis,  TN,  and 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI),  restricted  in  (2)  above  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  or  destined  to  the  named  facili¬ 
ties.  (Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  109818  (Sub-43F).  filed  January 
10,  1979.  Applicant:  WENGER 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3427, 
Davenport,  lA  52808.  Representative: 
Larry  D.  Knox,  600  Hubbell  Building. 
Des  Moines,  lA  50309.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  bev¬ 
erages  (except  in  bulk),  from  Omaha. 
NE,  to  points  in  lA  and  IL;  and  (2)  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  distribution  of  the  com¬ 
modities  in  (1)  above,  and  containers, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  in  the 
reverse  direction,  restricted  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  named  destina¬ 
tions.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  110325  (Sub-90P),  filed  January 
8.  1979.  Applicant:  'TRANSCON 

LINES,  a  corporation.  P.O.  Box  92220. 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90009.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Wentworth  E.  Griffin.  Midland 
Building.  1221  Baltimore  Avenue. 
Kansas  City,  MO  64105.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle.  In 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
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value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Conunission,  and  commodities  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment),  serving  Beech 
Creek,  PA,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier's  otherwise  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations. 
Common  control  may  be  an  issue. 
(Hearing  site:  Williamsport  or  Harris¬ 
burg,  PA). 

MC  11C325  (Sub-91F),  filed  January 
18.  1979.  Applicant:  TRANSCON 

LINES,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  92220, 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90009.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Wentworth  E.  Griffin,  Midland 
Building,  1221  Baltimore  Avenue, 
Kansas  (Tity,  MO  64105.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting  general 
comrrtodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serv’ing  the  facilities  of  Palo  Verde  Nu¬ 
clear  Generating  Station,  at  or  near 
Wintersburg,  AZ.  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  otherwise 
authorized  regular-route  operations. 
Common  control  may  be  an  issue. 
(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ,  or  Los  An¬ 
geles,  CA.) 

MC  110525  (Sub-1277P),  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  8,  1979.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES.  INC.,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation,  520  East  Lancaster 
Avenue,  Downingtown.  PA  19335.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  J.  O'Biien  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  liquid 
citric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Elkhart.  IN,  to  points  in  SC. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  ID 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  110525  (Sub-1 280F),  filed  Janu¬ 
ary  11.  1979.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES.  INC.,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation.  520  East  Lancaster 
Avenue,  Downingtown.  PA  19335.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  J.  O’Brien  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  ov'er 
irregular  routes,  transporting  liquid 
resins  solution,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  facilities  of  United 
States  Steel  Polyester  Unit,  at  or  near 
Bartow,  FL,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA, 
LA.  NC.  SC.  TN,  and  TX.  (Hearing 
site:  Pittsburgh.  PA.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  110525  (Sub-1283F),  fUed  Janu¬ 
ary  19,  1979.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES.  INC.,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation.  520  East  Lancaster 
Avenue,  Dowminglown,  PA  19335.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Thomas  J,  O’Brien  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 


common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  sodium 
bicarbonate,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Old  Fort,  OH,  to  points  in  CT, 
NJ,  NY,  PA,  VA.  and  Ml.  (Hearing 
site:  New  York,  NY.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  111812  (Sub-607P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  27.  1978.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1233,  Sioux  Falls,  SD  57101,  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Ralph  H.  Jinks  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  paints, 
stains,  caulking  compounds,  wood 
filler,  ux>od  preserratires,  and  display 
rocky  knocked  down  (1)  from  Avon. 
(TT,  to  points  in  CA.  OR,  WA,  GA.  and 
FL  and  (2)  from  Lagrange,  GA.  to 
Nevada,  lA,  Avon,  CT,  and  points  in 
CA,  FL.  OR,  and  WA.  (Hearing  site: 
Boston,  MA.) 

MC  112617  (Sub-414F),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  1978.  Applicant:  LIQUID 

TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  1292  Pern 
Valley  Road,  P.O.  Box  21395,  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY  40221.  Repre.sentative: 
Charles  R.  Dunford  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transportbig  nitric  acid,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Finney. 
OH.  to  points  in  AL.  IL.  IN.  KY.  Ml. 
MO.  NC,  OH.  PA.  TN,  WV.  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Lonisville,  KY.  or  Wa.sh- 
ington,  be.) 

MC  112617  (Sub-415F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1978.  Applicant:  LIQUID 

TRANSPOR'TERS,  INC.,  1292  Fern 
Valley  Road,  P.O.  Box  21395,  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY  40221.  Representative: 
Charles  R.  Dunford  (same  address  as 
applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  commodities,  in 
bulk,  between  the  site  of  the  Hickman- 
Fulton  County  Riverport  Authority, 
at  or  near  Hickman,  KY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  AL. 
AR,  GA.  IL.  IN.  KY,  MS,  MO.  OH. 
TN,  WV,  and  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  112801  (Sub-219F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  12.  1978.  Applicant:  TRANSPORT 
SERVICE  CO.,  a  Corporation,  2  Salt 
C^reek  Lane,  Hinsdale,  IL  60521.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Eleventh 
St..  NW..  Washington.  DC  20001.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  ovef  irregmlar  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  sugar,  and  com  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  (2) 
blends  of  the  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles. 


from  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL.) 

MC  113362  (Sub-342P),  filed  January 
8.  1979.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 

FREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  310  East 
Broadway,  Eagle  Grove,  lA  50533. 
Representative:  Milton  D.  Adam.s, 
1105 ‘/a  Eighth  Avenue  NE.,  P.O.  Box 
429,  Austin,  MN  55912.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  pe¬ 
troleum,  petroleum  products,  t'chicle 
body  sealer,  and  sound  deadener  com¬ 
pounds  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  and  filters,  from  the 
facilities  of  Quaker  State  Oil  Refining 
Corporation,  at  points  in  Warren 
County,  MS.  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  MT,  WY, 
CO,  and  NM;  and  (2)  petroleum,  petro¬ 
leum  products,  vehicle  body  sealer, 
sound  deadener  compounds,  filters, 
materials,  supplies,  and  equipment  as 
are  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  points  in 
AL,  GA,  IL.  IN.  KY,  NY,  OH,  OK.  PA, 
RI,  SC,  VA,  and  WV,  to  the  facilities 
of  Quaker  State  Oil  Refining  Corpora¬ 
tion,  at  points  in  Warren  County,  MS. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
named  facilities.  (Hearing  Site:  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.  or  Pittsburgh,  PA.) 

MC  113362  (Sub-343P),  filed  January 

18.  1979.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  310  Ea.st 
Broadway,  Eagle  Grove,  lA  50533. 
Representative:  Milton  D.  Adam.s, 
1105V^  Eighth  Avenue  NE..  P.O.  Box 
429,  Austin,  MN  55912.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  new  fur¬ 
niture,  from  the  facilities  of  Thomas- 
ville  Furniture  Industries.  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Appomattox  and  Brookneal.  VA. 
Thomasville,  Winston  Salem,  Pleasant 
Garden,  Hickory,  and  Lenor,  NC.  to 
points  in  ND,  SD,  NE.  KS.  MO,  lA. 
MN,  WI,  IL,  KY,  IN,  MI.  OH.  NY.  PA. 
WV.  VA,  MD,  NJ.  CT.  RI,  MA.  VT. 
NH,  and  ME.  (Hearing  Site:  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC.) 

MC  113362  (Sub-344F),  filed  January 

19,  1979.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT  LINES.  INC.,  310  East 
Broadway.  Eagle  Grove,  lA  50533. 
Representative:  Milton  D.  Adams, 
1105V^  Eight  Avenue  NE.,  P.O.  Box 
429,  Austin,  MN  55912.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  plastic, 
plastic  articles,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  plas¬ 
tic  and  plastic  articles,  between  and 
facilities  of  International  Paper  Com¬ 
pany.  at  or  near  Hudson,  NC.  on  the 
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one  hand.  an<i  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  Site;  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  113459  (Sub-129F).  filed  January 
11.  1979.  AppUcant:  H.  J.  JEFFRIES. 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC..  P.O.  Box  94850, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73143.  Repre¬ 
sentative;  James  W.  Hightower,  136 
Wynne  wood  Professional  Bldg., 
Dallas,  TX  75224.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  iron  and 
steel  forgings  (except  those  requiring 
the  .use  of  special  equipment),  from 
Claremore,  OK.  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site;  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  114045  (Sub-526F).  filed  January 
18.  1979.  Applicant;  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  61228, 
Dalla.s.  TX  75261.  Representative;  J.  B. 
Stuart  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  titanium  dioxide  (except  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  E.  I.  du 
Pont  de  Nemours  &  Company,  at  or 
near  De  Lisle,  MS.  to  points  in  CA,  CT. 
DE.  ME.  MA.  MD.  NH.  NJ,  NY,  OK. 
OR.  PA.  RI.  TX.  VT,  and  WA.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site;  Philadelphia,  PA.  or  Dallas. 
TX.) 

MC  114211  (Sub-391F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  12.  1978.  Applicant;  WARREN 
TRANSPORT,.  INC..  P.O.  Box  420, 
Waterloo,  lA.  50704.  Representative; 
Adelor  J.  Warren  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  To  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  material  han¬ 
dling  equipment,  winches,  compaction 
equipment,  road  making  equipment, 
rollers,  mobile  cranes,  and  highway 
freight  trailers,  and  (2)  parts,  attach¬ 
ments  and  accessories  for  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  the 
facilities  of  Hyster  Company,  at  or 
near  Danville,  and  Kewanee.  IL.  Craw- 
fordsville.  IN.  and  Berea,  KY.  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
lA.  MO,  KS.  NE,  CO.  SD,  MN.  WI. 
and  MI,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above-named  facilities. 
(Hearing  site;  Denver,  CO.) 

MC  114457  (Sub-461P).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  4.  1978.  Applicant;  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  2102 
University  Avenue,  St.  Paul.  MN 
55114.  Representative:  James  H.  Wills 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  household  accessories,  from 
Grand  Island,  NE,  and  Traverse  City, 
MI.  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI);  and  (2)  materials. 


equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
household  accessories,  from  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
to  Grand  Island.  NE,  Traverse  City, 
MI.  and  Big  Spring.  TX.  (Hearing  site; 
St.  Paul.  MN.  or  Lansing,  MI.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-192P).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  29.  1978.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corpora¬ 
tion.  Post  Office  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry.  SC  29108.  Representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  P.  Jackson.  Jr..  3426  N.  Washing¬ 
ton  Boulevard.  Post  Office  Box  1240, 
Arlington.  VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a 
commpn  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  plastic 
pipe,  from  Williamsport.  MD,  to 
points  in  TN  within  150  miles  of 
Wythe  County,  VA.  and  points  in  VA, 
NC.  SC.  GA,  PTi.  and  AL.  (Hearing 
site:  Philadelphia,  PA,  or  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-197P).  filed  January 
15,  1979.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  corporation.  Post 
Office  Drawer  220,  Newberry.  SC 
29108.  Representative;  William  P. 
Jackson.  Jr..  3426  N.  Washington  Bou¬ 
levard,  Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arling¬ 
ton.  VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  con¬ 
struction  materials,  from  the  facilities 
of  The  Celotex  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Fairfield,  AL,  to  points  in  ME.  NH, 
VT,  MA.  CT,  RI.  NY,  PA.  NJ.  DE.  MD. 
VA.  WV,  NC.  SC.  GA.  FL.  AL.  MS.  LA. 
TX.  AR.  TN,  KY,  OH.  IN,  IL.  MI.  and 
DC;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  of  construction  materials, 
in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Tampa,  FL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-198F).  filed  January 
15.  1979.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  corporation.  Post 
Office  Drawer  220,  Newberry,  SC 
29108.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson.  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington  Bou¬ 
levard.  Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arling¬ 
ton.  VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  con¬ 
struction  materials,  from  the  facilities 
of  The  Celotex  Corporation,  at  points 
in  Henry  County.  TN,  to  poinCs  in  ME, 

NH.  VT.  MA.  CT.  RI.  NY,  PA.  NJ,  DE. 
MD.  VA.  WV.  NC.  SC.  GA.  FL.  AL. 

MS.  LA.  TX.  AR.  TN.  KY,  OH.  IN.  IL. 
MI,  and  DC;  and  (2)  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  or  distribution  of  construction 
materials,  in  the  reverse  direction. 
(Hearing  site:  Tampa.  FL.  or  Washing¬ 
ton.  DC.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-199F).  filed  January 
26.  1979.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  corporation.  Post 


Office  Drawer  220,  Newberry.  SC 
29108.  Representative;  William  P. 
Jackson.  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington  Bou¬ 
levard,  Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arling¬ 
ton.  VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  con¬ 
struction  materials,  from  the  facilities 
of  The  Celotex  Corporation,  at  or  near 
Chester,  WV,  to  points  in  ME.  NH.  VT. 
MA.  CT,  RI.  NY.  PA.  NJ.  DE.  MD.  VA. 
WV,  NC.  SC.  GA.  PL.  AL.  MS.  LA.  TX. 
AR.  TN,  KY.  OH.  IN.  IL,  MI,  and  DC; 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  construction  materials, 
from  points  in  ME.  NH.  VT,  MA.  CT, 
RI.  NY,  PA.  NJ,  DE.  MD.  VA.  WV.  NC. 
SC.  GA.  FL.  AL,  MS.  LA.  TX.  AR,  TN. 
KY.  OH,  IN,  IL.  MI.  and  DC.  to  the 
facilities  of  The  Celotex  Corporation, 
at  or  near  Chester,  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Tampa,  FL,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114552  (Sub-200F).  filed  January 
26.  1979.  Applicant;  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  corporation.  Post 
Office  Drawer  220,  Newberry.  SC 
29108.  Representative;  William  P. 
Jackson.  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington 
Blvd.,  Post  Office  Box  1240,  Arlington. 
VA  22210.  To  operate  as  a  corhmon 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transp>orting  (1)  construction 
materials,  from  the  facilities  of  The 
Celotex  Corporation,  at  or  near  Pitt- 
ston,  PA,  to  points  in  ME.  NH,  VT, 
MA,  CT.  RI.  NY.  PA,  NJ.  DE.  MD.  VA. 
WV,  NC.  SC.  GA.  FL.  AL,  MS.  LA.  TX. 
AR.  TN.  KY.  OH.  IN,  IL,  MI.  and  DC; 
and  (2)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  construction  materials,  in 
the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Tampa,  FL,  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  114569  (Sub-278F).  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  SHAFFER 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418.  New 
Kingstown.  PA  17072.  Representative: 
N.  L.  Ciunmins  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting /oods(u//s  (except  in  bulk 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  the  facilities  of 
Serv-A-Portion,  Inc.,  near  Cincinnati, 
OH.  to  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA.  MO.  AR. 
and  LA.  (Hearing  site:  Cincinnati.  OH. 
or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved 
in  this  proceeding. 

MC  114569  (Sub-279P),  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant;  SHAPFE31 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New 
Kingstown.  PA  17072.  Representative: 
N.  L.  Cummins  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  frozen  foods,  from  points 
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in  CA,  ID,  OR,  and  WA,  to  points  in 
AL.  FL,  GA.  IL,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  and 
TN.  (Hearing  site:  Seattle,  WA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved 
in  this  proceeding. 

MC  114569  (Sub-280F),  filed  January 
22,  1979.  Applicant:  SHAFFER 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New 
Kingstown,  PA  17072.  Representative: 
N.  L.  Cummins  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  foodstuffs,  from  points  in 
Chester  County,  PA,  to  Chicago.  IL 
and  Dallas.  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Harris¬ 
burg,  PA,  or  Cleveland,  OH.) 

MC  114569  (Sub-281F),  filed  January 
26,  1979.  Applicant:  SHAFFER 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  418,  New 
Kingstown,  PA  17072.  Representative: 
N.  L.  Cummins  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  meats,  meat  products  and 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat-packing  houses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Wilson  Poods  Corporation,  at  Mar¬ 
shall,  MO,  to  points  in  CT,  DE.  ME, 
MD,  MA.  NH,  NJ.  NY,  PA,  RI,  VT.  and 
DC,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  indicated  destina¬ 
tions.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX,  or 
Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  114725  (Sub-95F).  filed  January 
8,  1979.  Applicant:  WYNNE  TRANS¬ 
PORT  SERVICE.  INC.,  2222  North 
11th  St.,  Omaha,  NE  68110.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  L.  Stern.  Suite  610, 
7171  Mercy  Road.  Omaha.  NE  68106. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  propane,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  Mid  America  Pipeline 
Terminal,  at  or  near  Greenwood.  NE, 
to  points  in  SD.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC  114969  (Sub-84F),  filed  January 
11.  1979.  Applicant:  PROPANE 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  232, 
Milford.  OH  45150.  Representative: 
James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  W,  Fifth 
Ave.,  Columbus.  OH  43212.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  liquid 
fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Bouibon,  IL,  to  points  in  IN. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH.) 

MC  115162  (Sub-447F),  filed  January 
22,  1979.  Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCK 


LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500,  Ever¬ 
green,  AL  36401.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  petroleum  products,  vehi¬ 
cle  body  seaJer,  and  sound  deadening 
compounds,  in  containers,  from  St. 
Marys,  WV,  to  points  in  AR,  OK,  and 
TX.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA.  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115162  (Sub-449F),  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500,  Ever¬ 
green,  AL  36401.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (Same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  plastic  pipe  and  fittings  (except 
plastic  pipe  and  fittings  used  in  or  in 
connection  with  the  discovery,  devel¬ 
opment,  production,  refining,  manu¬ 
facturing,  processing,  storage,  trans¬ 
mission,  and  distribution  of  natural 
gas,  and  petroleum  and  their  products 
and  by-products),  from  points  in  AL, 
AR,  CO,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA.  IL.  IN,  lA. 
KS,  KY,  LA,  ME,  MD,  MA.  MI.  MN. 
MS.  MO.  MT,  NE,  NH,  NJ.  NM,  NY, 
NC.  ND.  OH,  OK.  PA,  RI.  SC,  SD.  TN. 
TX.  VT,  VA.  WV.  WI.  WY.  and  DC.  to 
Henderson,  KY.  (Hearing  site:  Louis¬ 
ville.  KY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115331  (Sub-475F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1978.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration.  29  Clayton  Hills  Lane,  St. 
Louis,  MO  63131.  Representative;  J.  R. 
Perris,  230  St.  Clair  Ave.,  East  St. 
Louis,  IL  62201.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  comjnerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  ( 1 ) 
sweeteners,  in  bulk,  from  the  facilities 
of  Industrial  Sugars,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
St.  Louis,  MO,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI),  and  (2) 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
production  and  distribution  of  sweet¬ 
eners,  from  the  destination  points 
named  in  (1)  above,  to  the  origin  facili¬ 
ties  named  in  (1)  above.  (Hearing  site: 
St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  115331  (Sub-476F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  11,  1978.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration,  29  Clayton  Hills  Lane,  St. 
Louis.  MO  63131.  Representative:  J.  R. 
Perris,  230  St.  Clair  Ave.,  East  St. 
Louis,  IL  62201.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  pe¬ 
troleum  oil  products,  chemicals,  roof 
sealers,  and  concrete  sealers,  and  (2) 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  distribution  and  s^e  of 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  from 


Shakopee,  MN,  to  points  in  IL.  GA, 
MI,  PA,  and  OH.  (Hearing  site:  Minne¬ 
apolis.  MN,  or  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  115669  (Sub-173),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  8,  1978,  previously  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  14,  1978.  Applicant:  DAHLSTEN 
TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  95, 
Clay  Center,  NE  68933.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Howard  N.  Dahlsten  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting  fer¬ 
tilizer,  fertilizer  materials,  and  agri¬ 
cultural  chemicals,  from  the  facilities 
of  Chemical  Enterprises,  Inc.,  (a)  in 
Adams  County,  NE,  to  points  in  CO, 
lA.  KS,  MN,  MO.  ND,  OK.  SD,  TX. 
and  WY,  and  (b)  near  Odessa,  TX,  to 
Garden  City,  KS,  and  the  facilities  of 
Chemical  Enterprises,  Inc.,  in  Adams 
County,  NE.  (Hearing  site:  Omaha, 
NE.) 

Note.— This  republication  shows  ND  as  a 
destination  in  (a)  above,  in  lieu  of  NE  a.s 
previously  published. 

MC  115762  (Sub-12P).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  29,  1978.  Applicant:  KENTUCKY 
WESTERN  TRUCK  LINES.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  623,  Hopkinsville,  KY  42240. 
Representative:  William  L.  Willis,  708 
McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  KY 
40601.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  malt  beverages, 
from  Evansville,  IN,  to  Hopkin.svi)le. 
Ky.  (Hearing  site:  Hopkinsville,  KY.  or 
Evansville,  IN.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  at  issue  in  t  his 
proceeding. 

MC  115841  (Sub-655F),  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  22,  1978.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  an  AL  corporation,  9041 
Executive  Park  Dr.,  Suite  110,  Build¬ 
ing  100,  Knoxville,  TN  37919.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building.  666  Elev¬ 
enth  Street,  NW.,  Wa.shington,  DC 
20001.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk),  from  points  in  CA,  to  points 
in  AL.  AR,  CT,  DE.  FL,  GA,  lA.  IL.  IN, 
KS.  KY.  LA.  MA.  MD.  MI.  MN.  MO. 
MS,  NC,  NE.  NJ,  NY,  OH.  OK.  PA, 
SC.  TN,  TX,  VA,  WI.  and  WV,  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  115931  (Sub-76F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1978.  Applicant:  BEE  LINE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
3987,  Missoula,  MT  59801.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Gene  P.  Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2471, 
Fargo,  ND  58108.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  agri¬ 
cultural  implements,  farm  machinery, 
mountable  spreaders,  industrial  leaf 
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vacuums,  and  (2)  parts  and  attach¬ 
ments  for  the  commodities  named  in 

(1)  above,  from  the  facilities  of  Koehr- 
ing  Farm  Equipment  Division,  at  or 
near  Appleton,  WI,  to  points  in  CA. 
CO.  IN,  IL.  lA,  ID,  MN,  MT,  NE.  ND. 
OH,  OR.  SD,  UT,  WA,  WV,  and  WY. 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  116947  (Sub'64F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  4.  1978.  Applicant:  SCOTT 

TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  920  Ashby 
Street,  SW„  Atlanta,  GA  30310.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Wm.  Addams,  Suite  212, 
5299  Roswell  Road,  NE.,  Atlanta.  GA 
30342.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  pulpboard  (except 
corrugated),  from  Chattanooga.  TN,  to 
points  in  AR.  MO.  TX,  and  those  in 
LA  west  of  the  Mississippi  River, 
under  contract  with  Container  Corpo¬ 
ration  of  America,  of  Chicago,  IL. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  involved  in 
this  proceeding. 

MC  117786  (Sub-41F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  5.  1978.  Applicant:  RILEY  WHIT¬ 
TLE.  INC.,  Kentucky  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  19038,  Phoenix.  AZ  85009. 
Representative:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy, 
Suite  406  Executive  Bldg.,  6901  Old 
Keene  Mill  Rd..  Springfield.  VA  22150. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  paper  labels  and  tags,  and 

(2)  materials  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  printing  and  distribution 
of  paper  labels  and  tags,  from  the 
facilities  of  Monarch  Marking  System, 
at  or  near  Dayton,  OH,  to  points  in 
AL.  AR.  GA.  LA.  MS.  OK.  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Cincinnati  or  Columbus. 
OH.) 

MC  118142  (Sub-206F),  filed  January 
12.  1979.  Applicant:  M.  BRUENGER  & 
CO.,  INC.,  6250  North  Broadway, 
Wichita.  KS  67219.  Representative: 
Brad  T.  Murphree,  814  Century  Plaza 
Building.  Wichita.  KS  67202.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  bananas,  from  Tampa.  FL.  to 
Chicago,  IL.  Hutchinson,  KS,  and 
Kansas  City  and  St.  Louis.  MO.  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  having  a  prior  movement  by  water. 
(Hearing  site:  Miami.  FL.  or  Kansas 
City.  MO.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  at  issue  in  this 
proceeding. 

MC  118159  (Sub-313F),  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  51366  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa, 
OK  74151.  Representative:  Warren  L. 
Troupe.  2480  E.  Commercial  Blvd. 
Port  Lauderdale,  FL  33308.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle. 
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in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,'  transporting  confec¬ 
tionery  products  and  confectionery  in¬ 
gredients,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  M&M/MARS  Div.  of  Mars, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Elizabethtown,  PA, 
and  Elizabeth  and  Hackettstown,  NJ, 
to  points  in  AR.  LA.  OK,  TN,  and  TX. 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  named  desti¬ 
nations.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  119349  (Sub-13P),  filed  January 
16.  1979.  Applicant:  STARLING 

TRANSPORT  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1733,  Fort  Pierce.  FL  33450.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr.,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20001.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  chemicals,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Orlando,  FL,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved 
in  this  proceeding. 

MC  119441  (Sub-49F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1978.  Applicant:  BAKER  HI- 
WAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  555  Commer¬ 
cial  Parkway,  P.O.  Box  506,  Dover,  OH 
44622.  Representative:  Richard  H. 
Brandon  (same  address  as  applicant). 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  brick  products,  and  clay 
products,  from  Pekin  and  Summitville, 
OH.  to  points  in  IN.  MI,  VA.  WV.  NC, 
SC,  PL.  GA,  AR,  AL.  LA.  MS.  and  MN; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
brick  products,  and  clay  products, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  in  the 
reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site:  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH.) 

MC  119461  (Sub-153F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  12,  1978.  Applicant:  RINGLE  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  450  E.  Ninth  St., 
Fowler,  IN  47944.  Representative:  Alki 
E.  Scopelitis,  1301  Merchants  Plaza, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46204.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  steel 
piling,  pile  driving  equipment,  and 
construction  equipment,  between  the 
facilities  of  Mississippi  Valley  Equip¬ 
ment  Co.,  at  Jacksonville,  PL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AL.  FL.  GA.  NC,  SC.  TN,  VA.  and  WV. 
(Hearing  site:  Indianapolis,  IN,  or  Chi¬ 
cago.  IL.) 

MC  119522  (Sub-41P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  26,  1978.  Applicant:  MCLAIN 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  2425  Walton 
Street,  P.O.  Box  2159,  Anderson,  IN 
46011.  Representative:  John  B.  Leath- 
erman,  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
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To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  boxes,  sheets,  and  paper,  from 
Terre  Haute  and  Ft.  Wayne,  IN,  to 
points  in  St.  Louis  County,  MO,  and 
points  in  IL;  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
from  points  in  St.  Louis  County.  MO. 
and  points  in  IL.  to  Terre  Haute  and 
Ft.  Wayne,  IN.  (Hearing  site:  Indiana¬ 
polis.  IN,  or  Chicago.  IL.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  at  issue  in  this 
proceeding. 

MC  119767  (Sub-346P).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  7,  1978.  Applicant:  BEAVER 

TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  186,  Pleasant  Prairie.  WI  53158. 
Representative:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915 
Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  liquid 
chemicals  and  malt  syrup,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Peoria.  IL, 
to  points  in  IN.  lA.  KS,  KY.  MD,  MA. 
MI.  MN.  MO,  NE.  NJ.  NY,  ND.  OH. 
PA.  SD,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site:  Chica¬ 
go,  IL.  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  119777  (Sub-352F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  6.  1978.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPE¬ 
CIALIZED  HAULER.  INC.,  Hwy  85- 
East,  Madisonville,  KY  42431.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Carl  U.  Hurst,  P.O.  Drawer 
L,  Madisonville,  KY  42431.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  air 
coolers,  air  conditioners,  heaters,  fur¬ 
naces,  humidifiers,  washers,  blowers, 
fans,  and  refrigeration  evaporators, 

(2)  equipment  for  heating,  cooling, 
conditioning,  humidifying,  dehumidi- 
fying,  and  moving  air.  gas,  or  liquids, 

(3)  parts,  attachments,  and  accessories 
used  in  the  installation  and  operation 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  and  (4)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1),  (2),  and  (3)  above,  between  points 
in  Hopkins  and  Christian  Counties. 
KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Nashville,  TN,  or  Louisville,  KY.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  involved  in  • 
this  proceeding. 

MC  123255  (Sub-197F).  filed  January 
2.  1979.  Applicant:  B  &  L  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1984  Coffman  Road. 
Newark,  OH  43055.  Representative:  C. 

F.  Schnee,  Jr.,  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for- 
eigm  commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  grocery  and  food 
business  houses,  between  the  facilities 
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of  the  Ralston  Purina  Company,  at  or 
near  Clinton  and  Davenport,  lA.  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MI,  and  OH.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  123681  (Sub-36F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1978.  Applicant:  WIDING 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
03159,  Portland,  OR  97203.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Earle  V.  White,  2400  S.W. 
Fourth  Ave.,  Portland,  OR  97201.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  commodities  in  bulk,  between 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  west  of  WI,  IL,  MO,  AR,  and  LA 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Portland,  OR.) 

MC  124141  (Sub-5P),  filed  December 
8,  1978.  Applicant:  JULIAN  MARTIN, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3348,  Batesville,  AR 
72501.  Representative:  Don  Garrison, 
P,0.  Box  159,  Rogers,  AR  72756.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregmlar  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  confectionery  and  cough 
drops,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Luden’s,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Read¬ 
ing,  PA.  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  AZ.  CA, 
KY.  LA.  MS.  NM.  OK.  TN,  and  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Reading.  PA,  or  Little 
Rock,  AR.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  124211  (Sub-348F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  12.  1978.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  D.T.S.. 
Omaha.  NE  68101.  Representative: 
Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  for¬ 
eign  conunerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  petroleum,  petroleum 
products,  vehicle  body  sealer,  and 
sound  deadener  compounds  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  and  filters, 
from  the  facilities  of  Quaker  State  Oil 
Refining  Corporation,  in  Warren 
County,  MS,  to  points  in  CA,  CO,  IL. 
IN.  lA,  KY,  MI.  MO,  NE.  NV.  NJ.  NY, 
OH.  OK.  PA.  TN.  TX.  UT,  and  WI; 
and  (2)  petroleum,  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts.  vehicle  body  sealer,  sound  dea¬ 
dener  compounds,  and  filters,  and  (3) 
materials  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  distribution  and 
sale  of  the  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above,  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  points  in  IL.  IN, 
KY.  NY,  OH.  OK.  and  PA  to  the  facil¬ 
ities  of  (Quaker  State  Oil  Refining  Cor¬ 
poration.  in  Warrea  County,  MS,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  the  above-named  facili¬ 
ties.  (Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  124947  (Sub-124F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  7,  1978.  Applicant:  MACHINERY 


TRANSPORTS.  INC.,  an  Oklahoma 
corporation,  1945  South  Redwood 
Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84104.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  John  B.  Anderson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  earner,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  batter¬ 
ies.  from  (a)  Dunmore,  PA.  to  Phoe¬ 
nix,  AZ,  City  of  Industry,  CA.  Salem, 
OR,  and  Dallas,  TX,  and  (b)  from 
Shreveport,  LA,  to  Phoenix,  AZ,  City 
of  Industry,  CA,  and  Salem,  OR. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT) 

MC  125777  (Sub-236F).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1978.  Applicant:  JACK  GRAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4600  East  15th 
Avenue,  Gary,  IN  46403.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  South  La¬ 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  To  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  alloys  and  silicon  metals,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  Selma,  AL,  and 
points  in  Jefferson  County,  AL,  to 
those  points  in  the  United  States  in 
and  east  of  MN,  WI,  IL,  MO,  AR,  and 
LA.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  129226  (Sub-7F).  fUed  December 
5.  1978.  Applicant:  TO-JON  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC., ‘6  Verly  Court,  Bethpage, 
NY  11714.  Representative:  Eugene  M. 
Malkin,  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  NY  10048.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  department  stores,  be¬ 
tween  New  York.  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  ME, 
NH,  and  VT,  under  contract  with  Serv¬ 
ice  Merchandise  Co.,  I*c..  of  Nashville. 
TN.  (Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  133391  (Sub-5F),  filed  December 
12.  1978.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO.  OP  VA..  INC.,  a  Vir¬ 
ginia  corporation.  611  South  28th  St.. 
Milwaukee,  WI  53215.  Representative: 
Richard  H.  Prevette,  P.O.  Box  1601, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53201.  To  operate  as  a 
,  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle.  In 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  aplite 
rock,  in  bulk,  from  Piney  River,  VA,  to 
points  in  IL,  MA.  MI,  NJ.  NY.  OH.  PA. 
and  WV.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus, 
OH.) 

MC  133591  (Sub-57F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1978.  Applicant:  WAYNE 

DANIEL  TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  303, 
Mount  Vernon,  MO  65712.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  A.  Daniel  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  bakery 
goods,  (1)  between  Oakland  and  Santa 
Fe  Springs.  CA,  and  Kansas  City.  KS; 
and  (2)  from  Kansas  City,  KS,  to 


points  in  CA,  WA,  OR,  and  AZ.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or  Kansas 
City.  MO.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  133841  (Sub-9F),  filed  December 
8,  1978.  Applicant:  DAN  BARCLAY. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  426,  Lincoln  Park,  NJ 
07035.  Representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357,  Gladstone,  NJ 
07934.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  switchgear,  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
switchgear  (except  conunodities  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of  Gener¬ 
al  Electric  Company,  at  or  near  Phila¬ 
delphia,  PA.  and  Burlington,  lA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  133965  (Sub-1  IF),  filed  January 
19.  1979.  Applicant:  CALZONA 

TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
6558  Phoenix,  AZ  85005.  Representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Lippman,  50  South 
Steele  Street,  Suite  330,  Denver,  CO 
80209.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  feed  fat,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a)  from  Phoe¬ 
nix,  AZ,  to  Deming,  NM,  and  (b)  from 
Albuquerque,  NM,  to  Los  Angeles,  CA, 
and  points  in  AZ.  and  (2)  tallow,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (a)  from  Phoe¬ 
nix.  AZ.  to  Deming,  NM,  and  (b)  from 
Albuquerque  and  Clovis.  NM,  to  points 
in  Los  Angeles  County.  CA,  and  AZ. 
(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ,  or  Albu¬ 
querque,  NM.) 

MC  133971  (Sub-4P),  filed  December 
7,  1978.  Applicant:  TRAUX  TRUCK 
LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  248,  Egan.  LA 
70531.  Representative:  Edward  A. 
Winter,  235  Rosewood  Dr.,  Metairie. 
LA  70005.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  lumber,  from  the 
facilities  of  Weyerhaeuser  Company, 
at  or  near  Harahan,  LA,  to  points  in 
MS.  (Hearing  site:  Baton  Rouge,  or 
New  Orleans,  LA.) 

MC  134477  (Sub-290P).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  30.  1978.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul.  MN 
55118.  Representative:  Robert  P.  Sack, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul.  MN 
55118.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
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M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Sunstar  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
St.  Paul,  MN,  to  points  in  CT,  DE,  ME, 
MD,  MA,  NH,  NH,  NY,  PA,  RI,  VT, 
VA,  WV,  and  DC,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  facilities  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Paul,  MN.) 

MC  134755  (Sub-169F),  filed  January 
2.  1979.  Applicant:  CHARTER  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3772,  Spring- 
field,  MO  65804.  Representative:  Larry 
D.  Knox.  600  Hubbell  Building,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  canned 
and  preserved  foodstuffs  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of 
Heinz  U.S.A..  Division  of  H.  J.  Heinz 
Co.,  at  or  near  Pittsburgh,  PA,  to 
points  in  AR,  OK,  and  TX.  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  named  origin  facilities 
and  destined  to  the  indicated  destina¬ 
tions.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  135197  (Sub-19P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1978.  Applicant:  LEESER 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Route  3. 
Palmyra,  MO  63461.  Representative: 
Herman  W.  Huber,  101  East  High 
Street,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65101.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  anhydrous  ammonia,  fertiliz¬ 
er,  and  fertilizer  ingredients,  in  bulk, 
from  the  facilities  of  Chevron  Chemi¬ 
cal  Company,  at  or  near  Ft.  Madison, 
lA,  to  points  in  IL  and  MO.  (Hearing 
site:  St.  Louis  or  Jefferson  City,  MO.) 

MC  135222  (Sub-IF),  filed  December 
11.  1978.  Applicant:  AAA  DELIVERY. 
INC.,  Mile  5.5  North  Kenai  Road. 
Kenai,  AK  99611.  Representative: 
George  R.  LaBissoniere,  1100  Norton 
Building.  Seattle.  WA  98104.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  general  commodities  (except 
those  articles  of  imusual  value  and 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  (1)  between  Anchorage, 
AK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  on  the  Kenai  Peninsula 
of  AK  and  (2)  between  points  on  the 
Kenai  Peninsula  of  AK.  (Hearing  Site: 
Anchorage,  AK.) 

MC  135797  (Sub-167P).  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  21.  1978.  Applicant:  J.  B.  HUNT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  a  Georgia  corpo¬ 
ration,  P.O.  Box  200,  Lowell.  AR 
72745.  Representative:  Paul  R.  Ber- 
gant  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce.  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 


porting  (1)  tools,  forgings,  tool  boxes, 
and  packing  containers,  and  (2)  mate¬ 
rials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
between  the  facilities  of  the  Moore 
Company,  Inc.,  at  East  Windsor,  CT, 
Springfield,  MA,  Springdale,  AR,  Gas¬ 
tonia,  NC,  Hillsboro.  OH.  and  Glen 
Bumie,  MD.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Boston.  MA.) 

MC  138157  (Sub-103P),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1978.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.,  d/b/a/ 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  a 
California  corporation.  2931  South 
Market  Street,  Chattanooga,  TN 
37410.  Representative:  Patrick  E. 
Quinn,  P.O.  Box  9596,  Chattanooga, 
TN  37412.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  adhesives, 
from  South  River,  NJ,  to  Richmond, 
VA,  and  those  points  in  TN  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Hwy  65;  (2)  paint 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Baltimore.  MD, 
to  Richmond,  VA,  and  those  points  in 
TN  on  and  east  of  Interstate  Hwy  65; 
and  (3)  floor  covering,  (a)  from  Salem, 
NJ,  to  Richmond,  VA,  and  (b)  from 
Houston,  TX,  to  Richmond.  VA,  and 
those  points  in  TN  on  and  east  of  In¬ 
terstate  Hwy  65,  restricted  in  (1),  (2), 
and  (3)  above  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  named  desti¬ 
nations.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta.  GA.) 

Note:  Dual  operations  are  involved  in  this 
proceeding. 

MC  138469  (Sub-102P),  filed  January 
24.  1979.  Applicant:  DONCO  CARRI¬ 
ERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  75354,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73017.  Representative:  Jack 
H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200,  205  W.  Touhy 
Ave.,  Park  Ridge.  IL  60068.  To  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  kitchen 
cabinets  and  component  parts  of 
kitchen  cabinets,  from  the  facilities  of 
Triangle  Pacific  Corporation,  at  Union 
City.  IN,  to  points  in  AZ.  CA.  CO.  ID, 
MT.  NV,  NM.  OR.  OK.  TX.  UT,  WA. 
and  WY,  restricted  to  the  transiwrta- 
tion  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origin.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas. 
TX.) 

MC  138875  (Sub-132P),  filed  January 
15.  1979.  Applicant:  SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  11  poo  Franklin  Road,  Boise,  ID 
83705.  Representative:  F.  L.  Sigloh 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  plastic  and  metal  containers 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Portland,  OR. 


Salt  Lake  City.  UT,  and  points  in  CA 
to  those  points  in  ID  in  and  south  of 
Adams,  Valley,  and  Lemhi  Counties. 
(Hearing  site:  Boise.  ID,  or  Salt  Lake 
City.  UT.) 

MC  138875  (Sub-133F).  filed  January 
17.  1979.  Applicant:  SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  11900  Franklin  Road,  Boise.  ID 
83705.  Representatjve:  F.  L.  Sigloh 
(same  address  as  applicant).  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  door  hardware  and  accessories 
for  doors,  from  Adrian  and  Lincoln 
Park.  MI.  and  Tonawanda,  NY,  to 
Portland,  OR.  (Hearing  site:  Portland, 
OR,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-188F),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  28.  1978.  Applicant:  WILEY 

SANDERS  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Representa¬ 
tive:  James  W.  Segrest  (same  address 
as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  buildings, 
knocked  dovim,  and  (2)  parts,  attach¬ 
ments,  materials,  and  supplies  in 
mixed  loads  with  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above  from  the  facilities  of  Tradi¬ 
tional  Log  Homes.  Inc.,  at  or  near 
State  Road,  NC,  to  points  in  KY,  MD, 
OH.  SC.  IN,  VA.  WV.  and  IL.  (Hearing 
site:  Charlotte,  NC,  or  Montgomery, 
AL.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-200P),  filed  January 

15,  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  James  W.  Segrest  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  -vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  smelting 
compound  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  Tuscaloosa.  AL.  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham  or 
Montgomery,  AL.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-201F),  filed  January 

16,  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  James  W.  Segrest  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  moulded 
pulp  paper  products,  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing,  packaging,  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  moulded  pulp  paper  prod¬ 
ucts  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  the  facilities  of  the  Packaging 
Corp.  of  America,  at  Macon,  GA.  and 
Griffith.  IN.  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  At¬ 
lanta,  GA.  or  Montgomery,  AL.) 
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MC  138882  (Sub-202F).  filed  January 
18.  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  James  W.  Segrest  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregiilar  routes,  transporting  brick, 
tile,  and  commodities  used  in  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  brick  and  tile,  (1)  from  Al- 
berhill,  CA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI)  and  (2) 
from  Los  Angeles.  CA,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AZ.  NM,  TX. 
AR.  MS,  TN,  LA.  AL,  GA,  PL.  AK.  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles.  CA,  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-203F).  filed  January 
18.  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  James  W.  Segrest  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  food- 
stuffs  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  processing  and 
sale  of  foodstuffs  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  or 
Sweet  Sue  Kitchens,  Inc.,  at  Athens, 
AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE.  KS, 
OK.  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Birming¬ 
ham,  AL,  or  Nashville.  TN.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-206F).  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAND¬ 
ERS  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson  .  Jr., 
3426  N.  Washington  Blvd.,  Post  Office 
Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210.  To  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  foodstuffs  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  The 
Larsen  Company,  at  points  in  WI,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
AK.  HI.  and  WI).  (Hearing  site:  Green 
Bay,  WI.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-207F).  filed  January 
26.  1979.  Applicant:  WILEY  SAN¬ 
DERS  TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  James  W.  Segrest  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  unfrozen 
foodstuffs,  from  the  facilities  of  Ragu 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  Henderson  and  Owens¬ 
boro.  KY.  to  points  in  AL,  GA.  LA, 
MS.  SC.  NC,  TN,  AR,  FL.  IL.  MO.  IN. 
lA.  KY.  KS.  MN,  NE.  ND,  OH,  OK, 
SD,  TX,  WV.  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Greenwich,  CT,  or  Owensboro.  KY.) 

MC  138991  (Sub-27F).  fUed  Decem¬ 
ber  8.  1978.  Applicant:  K.  J.  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  1000  Jefferson 


Rd.,  Rochester,  NY  14623.  Representa¬ 
tive:  S.  Michael  Richards.  P.O.  Box 
225,  Webster,  NY  14580.  To  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1) 
printed  advertising  matter,  catalogs, 
and  magazines,  (2)  Parts  for  the  com¬ 
modities  named  in  (1)  above,  and  (3) 
envelopes  and  calendars,  from  Roches¬ 
ter,  NY,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI);  and  (4)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution,  and  sale  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1).  (2),  and 
(3)  above,  in  the  reverse  direction, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Case-Hosd;  Rochester,  of  Rochester, 
NY.  (Hearing  site:  Rochester  or  Buffa¬ 
lo,  NY.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139822  (Sub-3F),  filed  January  3, 
1979.  Applicant:  POOD  CARRIER. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  2287,  Savannah,  GA 
31402.  Representative:  Edward  G.  Vil- 
lalon,  1032  Pennsylvania  Building, 
Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  13th  St., 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20004.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  animal,  poultry,  and  fish 
feed  and  (2)  can  products  (except  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  The  Jim 
Dandy  Company,  at  or  near  Birming¬ 
ham  and  Decatur,  AL,  and  Springfield, 
TN,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL.  GA.  IL, 
IN,  KY,  LA.  MD.  MI,  MS,  MO.  NC. 
OH.  OK,  SC.  TN,  TX,  VA,  and  WV; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture,  sale,  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  feed  and  com  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN, 
KY,  LA,  MD,  MI.  MS,  MO.  NC,  OH. 
OK.  SC,  TN.  TX.  VA.  and  WV.  to  the 
facilities  of  The  Jim  Dandy  Company, 
at  or  near  Birmingham  and  Decatur, 
AL,  and  Springfield,  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham.  AL,  or  Washington.  DC.) 

MC  140037  (Sub-7F).  filed  December 
4,  1978.  Applicant:  SUNFLOWER 

CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  583,  York, 
NE  68467.  Representative:  Scott  E. 
Daniel.  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat-packing  houses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  United  Packing,  Inc.,  at  Denver, 
CO.  to  the  facilities  of  Hudson  Valley 
Quality  Corp.,  at  or  near  Kingston, 
NY,  under  contract  with  Hudson 
Valley  Quality  Corp.,  of  Kingston,  NY. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 


MC  140201  (Sub-4F),  filed  December 
12,  1978.  Applicant:  SONELL,  INC., 
Neshaminy  Plaza,  Bldg.,  No.  1,  Suite 
111,  Cornwells  Heights,  PA.  19020. 
Representative:  Richard  Rueda,  135 
North  4th  St..  Philadelphia.  PA  19106. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  cleaning  compounds 
(except  in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
the  facilities  of  Economics  Laboratory, 
Inc.,  at  Avenel,  NJ,  to  points  in  MA 
and  PA;  and  (2)  plastic  containers, 
from  Manchester,  NJ,  to  the  facilities 
of  Economics  Laboratory,  Inc.,  at 
Avenel,  NJ.  (Hearing  site:  Philadel¬ 
phia,  PA.) 

MC  140829  (Sub-181F),  filed  January 
15,  1979.  Applicant:  CARGO  CON- 
TRACrr  CARRIER  CORP.,  a  New 
Jersey  corporation,  P.O.  Box  206, 
Sioux  City,  lA  51102.  Representative: 
William  J.  Hanlon.  55  Madison  Ave., 
Morristown,  NJ  07960.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  dry 
beverage  preparations,  and  (2)  liquid 
dessert  preparations,  from  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Jel  Sert  Company,  at  or  near 
West  Chicago,  IL,  to  points  in  CO,  CT, 
DE.  lA.  KS.  MD.  MA.  MO,  NE.  NH. 
NJ,  NY,  OK,  PA.  RI.  and  TX.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Chicago,  IL). 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved 
in  this  proceeding. 

MC  142037  (Sub-IF),  filed  December 
4.  1978.  Applicant:  SCHULTZ  BROS., 
INC.,  Box  373,  Guy,  TX  77444.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Thomas  F.  Sedberry,  1102 
Perry-Brooks  Bldg.,  Austin,  TX  78701. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  dry  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  in¬ 
gredients,  from  the  facilities  of  Swift 
Agricultural  Chemicals  Corporation, 
at  Shreveport,  LA,  to  points  in  TX. 
(Hearing  site:  Houston.  TX,  or  Shreve¬ 
port,  LA.) 

MC  142508  (Sub-41F).  fUed  Decem¬ 
ber  11,  1978.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
37465,  10810  South  144th  Street. 

Omaha,  NE  68137.  Representative: 
Lanny  N.  Fauss,  P.O.  Box  37096, 
Omaha,  NE  68137.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  out¬ 
board  powered  motors,  inboard  and 
outboard  stem  drives,  internal  com¬ 
bustion  engines,  light  industrial  and 
recreational  vehicles,  powered  lawn 
mowers,  potoered  snow  throwers,  and 
powered  turf  care  equipment,  and  (2) 
parts,  materials,  and  accessories  for 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
from  Manawa,  Milwaukee,  and  Beloit, 
WI,  Waukegan,  Galesburg,  and  Peoria, 
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IL.  and  Lincoln.  NE.  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI); 
and  (3)  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  points 
in  DE.  MD,  NJ,  NY,  PA.  and  VA.  to 
Manawa.  Milwaukee,  and  Beloit,  WI, 
Waukegan,  Galesburg,  and  Peoria.  IL. 
and  Lincoln.  NE.  restricted  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  indicated  destina¬ 
tions.  and  further  restricted  in  (3) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
having  a  prior  movement  by  water. 
(Hearing  site:  Milwaukee,  WI,  or  Chi¬ 
cago,  IL.) 

MC  142559  (Sub-84F),  filed  January 
22,  1979.  Applicant:  BROOKS 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3830 
Kelley  Ave.,  Cleveland,  OH  44114. 
Representative:  John  P.  McMahon, 
100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  paper  and  paper  products  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  paper  and  paper  products 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Gardner,  MA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved 
in  this  proceeding. 

MC  142559  (Sub-85P).  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  BROOKS 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3830 
Kelley  Ave.,  Cleveland.  OH  44114. 
Representative:  John  P.  McMahon, 
100  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus.  OH  43215. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  household  appliances,  and  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
household  appliances  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  between  Decatur, 
AL,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved 
in  this  proceeding. 

MC  142901  (Sub-5F),  filed  December 
6,  1978.  Applicant:  TMI  TRANSPORT 
CORP.,  050  Third  Ave.,  West.  Dickin¬ 
son,  ND  58601.  Representative:  Gene 
P.  Johnson.  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo,  ND 
58601.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  truck  bodies, 
truck  body  parts,  refuse  containers, 
motorcycles,  and  snowmobiles,  from 
Phoenix,  AZ,  Denver,'  CO.,  Omaha. 
NE,  Reading.  PA,  and  Dallas.  TX.  to 
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Dickinson,  ND.  (Hearing  site:  Fargo, 
ND.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  143002  (Sub-7F).  filed  January 
22.  1979.  Applicant:  C.D.B.,  INC.,  5170 
36th  Street  SE.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI 
49508.  Representative:  Karl  L.  Get¬ 
ting,  1200  Bank  of  Lansing  Building. 
Lansing,  MI  48933.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  plastic 
resin  pellets  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Koenig 
and  Sons.  Inc.,  at  Trenton,  NJ,  to 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  MI. 
under  contract  with  Koenig  and  Sons, 
Inc.,  of  Trenton,  NJ.  (Hearing  site: 
Lansing  or  Grand  Rapids,  MI.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  at  issue  in  this 
proceeding. 

MC  143031  (Sub-llF),  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1978.  Applicant:  LLOYD  PAUL 
MURPHY,  JAMES  EDWARD 

MURPHY,  TIMOIHY  PAUL 

MURPHY,  and  ERNEST  STEWART 
MURPHY,  d.b.a.  MURPHY  &  SONS, 
a  partnership.  Route  2,  Box  139, 
Spring  City,  TN  37381.  Representa¬ 
tive:  H.  Stan  Guthrie,  Suite  500,  Dome 
Building,  Chattanooga.  TN  37402.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  new  furniture,  and  furni¬ 
ture  parts,  and  (2)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis- 
trubution  of  new  furniture,  from  the 
plantsite  of  La-Z-Boy  Chair  Company, 
at  or  near  Dayton,  TN  to  points  in  AZ. 
CO,  CT.  DE.  KS.  MA.  NE.  NM.  OK, 
RI,  TX,  and  UT,  under  contract  with 
La-Z-Boy  Chair  Company,  of  Monroe, 
MI.  (Hearing  site:  Nashville  or  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  TN.) 

MC  143059  (Sub-51F).  filed  January 
22,  1979.  Applicant:  MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  Texas 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  35610,  Louis¬ 
ville,  KY  40232.  Representative: 
Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  Pennsylvania  Ave.  and  13th  St. 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20004.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  pipe,  pipe  fittings,  and  pipe 
accessories,  between  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  San  Francisco,  CA,  and 
Louisville.  KY.) 

MC  143815  (Sub-4F),  filed  January  5. 
1979.  Applicant:  R  &  D  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  Church  Road.  Lauderdale 
Industrial  Park,  Florence,  AL  35630. 
Representative:  Roland  M.  Lowell.  618 
United  American  Bank  Bldg.  Nash¬ 
ville,  TN  37219.  To  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting  (f)  heat- 
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ing  equipment,  fireplaces,  stoves,  and 
incinerators,  and  (2)  parts  and  acces¬ 
sories  for  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  the  facilities  of  Martin  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Athens. 
Himtsville,  and  Sheffield,  AL,  and 
Americus,  GA,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (including/  AK  but  excluding 
HI,  KY,  and  TN),  under  contract  with 
Martin  Industries.  Inc.,  of  Florence, 
AL.  (Hearing  site;  Florence,  AL  or 
NashviUe,  TN.) 

MC  144029  (Sub-3F),  filed  January 
14.  1979.  Applicant:  CUMBERLAND 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  P.O. 
Box  487,  E.  Syracuse,  NY  13057.  Rep¬ 
resentative:  Michael  R.  Werner,  P.O. 
Box  1409,  Fairfield.  NJ  07006.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  puplboard  and  pulpboard 
products,  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  Elmira  Heights.  NY,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  St. 
Mary,  Watsontown,  Honesdale,  Fi^k- 
ville,  and  Montgomery,  PA,  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  MacMillan 
Bloedel  Containers,  of  Elmira  Heights, 
NY.  (Hearing  site;  Syracuse,  NY.) 

MC  144162  (Sub-6F).  filed  December 
19.  1978.  Applicant:  TIME  CON¬ 

TRACT  CARRIERS.  INC.,  17734 
Sierra  Highway.  Canyon  County.  CA 
91351.  Representative:  Milton  W. 
Flack,  4311  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  300, 
Los  Angeles.  CA  90010.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  safes, 
vaults,  insulated  files,  parts,  accesso¬ 
ries,  and  components  for  safes,  vaults, 
and  insulated  files,  from  Lafayette  and 
Cannelton,  IN,  to  points  in  WA  and 
OR,  under  contract  with  Richard  P. 
Vaughan  &  Associates,  Inc.,  of 
Rentonf  WA;  and  (2)  steel  desks,  steel 
file  cabinets,  steel  bookcases,  uphol¬ 
stered  chairs,  composition  table  tops, 
parts  and  accessories  for  steel  desks, 
steel  file  cabinets,  steel  bookcases,  up¬ 
holstered  chairs,  and  composition 
table  tops,  from  the  facilities  of  Signo¬ 
re  Division  of  AVM  Corporation,  at  or 
near  EUicottville,  NY,  to  points  in  AZ. 
AR.  CA.  CO,  ID.  lA.  KS.  LA,  MN.  MO, 
MT,  NE.  NV,  NM,  ND,  OK.  OR.  SD, 
TX.  UT,  WA,  and  WY,  vmder  contract 
with  Signore  Division  of  AVM  Corpo¬ 
ration,  of  EUicottville,  NY.  (Hearing 
site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  144807  (Sub-IF),  fUed  December 
6.  1978.  Applicant:  REIDHEAD 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  214  East  Manljm, 
Mesa,  AZ  85202.  Representative:  Lewis 
P.  Ames,  111  W.  Monroe,  10th  Floor, 
Phoenix.  AZ  85202.  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
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interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  of  iron  and  steel  prod¬ 
ucts,  (a)  from  the  facilities  of  Evans 
Steel  and  Manufacturing  Company,  at 
Gilbert,  AZ,  to  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO, 
ID.  MT.  NV,  NM.  ND.  OK.  OR.  SD. 
TX,  UT.  WA.  and  WY,  and  (b)  be¬ 
tween  Gilbert,  AZ,  and  the  facilities  of 
Joyclin  Pacific  Galvanizing  Plant,  at 
Long  Beach,  CA:  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  from  points  in  CA.  CO,  ID,  MT. 
NV.  NM.  ND.  OK.  OR.  SD,  TX.  UT. 
WA,  and  WY,  to  the  facilities  of  Evans 
Steel  and  Manufacturing  Company,  at 
Gilbert,  AZ,  under  contract  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above  with  Evans  Steel  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company,  of  Gilbert.  AZ. 
(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ.) 

MC  144572  (Sub-9F),  filed  January 
12.  1979.  Applicant;  MONPORT 

TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion.  P.O.  Box  G.  Greeley,  CO  80631. 
Representative:  John  T.  Wirth,  717 
17th  Street,  Suite  2600,  Denver.  CO 
80202.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  clutches,  clutch 
parts,  and  iron  and  steel  castings, 
from  Rock  Falls,  IL,  Auburn,  Hagers¬ 
town  and  La  Porte,  IN,  Hutchinson, 
KS.  Tiffin.  OH,  Ludington,  MI,  Hib- 
bing,  MN,  and  Brillion,  WI,  to  the 
facilities  of  Dana  Corporation,  Spicer 
Clutch  Division,  at  Colorado  Springs. 
CO.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  at  Issue  in  this 
proceeding. 

MC  144845  (Sub-IP),  filed  January 
10.  1979.  Applicant:  MID-CAL  BUILD¬ 
ING  MATERIALS.  INC.,  4641  South 
Elm  Avenue.  Fresno.  CA  93706.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Marshall  Ashby  Smith,  Jr., 
2322  North  Maroa  Avenue,  Fresno,  CA 
93704.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  conunerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  (1)  lumber,  from 
the  facilities  of  Paul  Barber  Hard¬ 
woods  Co,  at  Philomath.  OR,  to  San 
Francisco  and  Los  Angeles,  CA.  under 
contract  with  Paul  Barber  Hardwoods 
Co.,  of  Philomath,  OR,  (2)  lumber  and 
lumber  products,  from  points  in  Coos. 
Lane,  and  Linn  Coimties,  OR,  to  the 
facilities  of  Pathfinder  Forest  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  in  Los  Angeles  and  Orange 
Counties.  CA.  under  contract  with 
Pathfinder  Forest  Products.  Inc.,  of 
Orange.  CA.  (3)  building  materials, 
from  the  facilities  of  Hamilton  Dis¬ 
tributing  Company,  at  Orange.  CA,  to 
the  facilities  of  Lacey  Distributing  Co., 
Inc.,  at  Tacoma,  WA.  under  contract 
with  Lacey  Distributing  Co.  Inc.,  of 
Tacoma,  WA.  and  (4)  composition  pre¬ 
pared  roofing,  from  the  facilities  of 
Celotex  Corporation,  at  Los  Angeles. 


CA,  and  the  facilities  of  Lundy  Tha- 
gard  Co.,  at  South  Gate,  CA,  to  the 
facilities  of  American  Pacific  Supply, 
Inc.,  at  Bothell,  WA.  under  contract 
with  American  Pacific  Supply,  Inc.,  of 
Bothell.  WA.  (Hearing  site:  San  PYan- 
cisco,  CA.) 

MC  144941  (Sub-2F),  filed  December 
6.  1978.  Applicant:  THE  BEVERAGE 
CARRIER  CORP.,  595  East  Tall- 
madge  Ave.,  Akron,  OH  44310.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Gary  Rowland  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  To  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  car- 
baonated  beverages,  and  non-carbonat- 
ed  flavored  beverages,  and  (2)  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  (listribution  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  OH,  MI,  IN,  IL.  and  WI, 
under  contract  with  The  Coca-Cola 
Company,  of  Atlanta.  GA.  (Hearing 
site:  Cleveland.  OH.) 

MC  145011  (Sub-2P).  filed  December 
4.  1978.  Applicant:  R.  F.  WESTBURY, 
1617  Willis  Rd..  Richmond.  VA  23224. 
Representative:  Carroll  B.  Jackson, 
1810  Vincennes  Rd,.  Richmond.  VA 
23229.  To  operate  as  a  contract  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  tin  foil,  alumi¬ 
num,  aluminum  products,  boxes,  plas¬ 
tic  film,  plastic,  plastic  articles,  paper, 
and  paper  articles,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution,  sales,  and 
storage  of  the  commodities  named  in 
(1)  above,  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  between  Bellw'ood.  Richmond 
and  Grottoes,  VA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  Chicago.  IL.  and 
points  in  CA,  OR,  and  WA,  under  con¬ 
tract  W'ith  Reynolds  Metals  Company, 
of  Richmond,  VA.  (Hearing  site:  Rich¬ 
mond.  VA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  145102  (Sub-3F),  filed  January  3, 
1979.  Applicant:  FREYMILLER 

TRUCKING.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
188,  Shullsburg,  WI  53586.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Paul  M.  Daniell,  1200  Gas 
Light  Tower,  235  Peachtree  Street, 
NE..  Atlanta.  GA  30303.  To  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by  products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat-pack¬ 
ing  houses,  as  described  in  sections  A 
and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  (except 
hides  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
the  facilities  of  John  Morrell  &  Co.,  at 
Estherville,  I  A.  and  St.  Paul  and 
Worthington,  MN,  to  points  in  CA,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  the  named  origins. 


(Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL.  or  St.  Paul, 
MN.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  are  at  issue  in  this 
proceeding. 

MC  145152  (Sub-28P).  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  27,  1978.  Applicant:  BIG  THREE 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  706,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  Post 
Office  Box  159,  Rogers,  AR  72756.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  confectionery  items  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  dessert  prepara¬ 
tions,  advertising  and  display  materi¬ 
als,  gum  ball  machines  and  stands, 
from  the  facilities  of  Leaf  Confection¬ 
ery,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Chicago,  IL,  to 
points  in  CT,  DE.  MA.  MD.  NJ,  NY, 
OH.  PA.  RI.  VA,  WV,  and  DC.  (Hear¬ 
ing  site:  Dallas,  TX,  or  Little  Rock. 
AR.) 

MC  145441  (Sub-5F),  filed  December 
8.  1978.  Applicant:  A.C.B.  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  an  IN  corporation,  P.O. 
Box  5130,  North  Little  Rock.  AR 
72119.  Representative:  Robert  T.  Mer¬ 
ritt  (same  address  as  applicant).  To  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  confectionery,  (1)  from  Frank¬ 
fort,  IN,  and  Hazelton,  PA,  to  Salinas, 
CA,  and  (2)  between  Salinas,  CA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Nau¬ 
gatuck,  CT,  York,  PA,  Salt  Lake  City. 

UT,  Denver,  CO,  Phoenix,  AZ,  Seattle. 

WA,  Frankfort,  IN.  and  Hazelton,  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY,  or  Little 
Rock,  AR.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  145467  (Sub-2F).  filed  November 
24.  1978.  Applicant:  D  &  N  ENTER¬ 
PRISES,  INC.,  511  Morning  Star  Lane, 
Idaho  Falls.  ID  83401.  Representative: 
Dennis  M.  Olsen,  485  E  Street,  Idaho 
Falls,  ID  83401.  To  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting  lumber 
and  lumber  mill  products,  from  points 
in  ID,  WA,  OR.  those  in  MT  west  of 
Interstate  Hwy  15,  and  those  in  CA 
north  of  Interstate  Hwy  80,  to  points 
in  WY  and  CO,  under  contract  with 
Denver  Reserve  Supply  Co.,  of  Denver, 
CO.  (Hearing  site:  Boise,  ID,  or  Salt 
Lake  City,  UT.) 

MC  145637  (Sub-IF),  filed  November 
28.  1978.  Applicant:  B  &  B  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  a  North  Carolina  corporation. 
P.O.  Box  5552,  Station  B,  Greenville, 
SC  29606.  Representative:  Henry  E. 
Seaton,  929  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425 
13th  St..  NW.,  Washington.  DC  20004. 
To  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  synthetic  fiber  yam,  from 
Madison.  Reidsville,  Eden,  Greens- 
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boro,  and  Burlington,  NC,  to  points  in 
CA,  NM,  and  TX;  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  synthetic  fiber  yam, 
in  the  reverse  direction,  restricted  in 
(1)  and  (2)  above  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
the  facilities  of  Macfield  Texturing, 
Inc.  (Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  146122F,  filed  January  10,  1979. 
Applicant:  HOWARD  STREET 

GARAGE,  INC.,  660  Howard  Street, 
Mt.  Vernon,  OH  43050.  Representa¬ 
tive:  David  A.  Turano,  100  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  To  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting  (1)  wrecked,  disabled,  and  re¬ 
possessed  motor  vehicles:  and  (2)  re¬ 
placement  vehicles  for  the  commod¬ 
ities  named  in  (1)  above,  in  wrecker 
service,  between  points  in  Knox 
County,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI, 
NY,  PA.  TN.  WV,  and  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  146125F,  filed  January  10.  1979. 
Applicant:  CHAR-LO,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
160154,  Mobile.  AL  36616.  Representa¬ 
tive:  Edward  A.  Winter,  235  Rosewood 
Dr.,  Metairie,  LA  70005.  To  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
foodstuffs),  between  points  in  AL,  AR. 
FL.  GA.  KS.  LA.  MS.  MO.  NC.  OK. 
SC,  TN,  TX,  and  VA,  under  contracts 
with  ITT  Henze  Service  Company,  of 
Norfolk,  VA,  Instrument  Technical 
Services,  Inc.,  of  Mobile,  AL,  Industri¬ 
al  Valve  Service,  Inc.,  of  Eight-Mile, 
AL.  Getty  Oil  Company,  of  Satsuma, 
AL,  and  CIBA-GEIGY  Corporation,  of 
Ardsley,  NY.  (Hearing  site:  Mobile, 
AL,  or  New  Orleans,  LA.) 

MC  146129F.  filed  January  8,  1979. 
Applicant:  DIRECT  DELIVERY  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  900  W.  Florence 
Ave.,  Inglewood,  CA  90301.  Repre¬ 
sentative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  4311  Wil- 
shire  Blvd.,  Suite  300,  Los  Angeles.  CA 
90010.  To  operate  as  a  common  carri¬ 
er,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  general  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  uncrated 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Los  Angeles,  Ventura. 
Santa  Barbara,  Orange,  San  Diego. 
Riverside,  and  San  Bernardino  Coun¬ 
ties.  CA,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  air.  (Hearing  site: 
Los  Angeles,  CA.) 


MC  146149F.  fUed  January  16.  1979. 
Applicant:  KENNEDY  FREIGHT 
UNES,  INC.,  7401  Fremont  Pike.  Per- 
rysburg,  OH  43551.  Representative: 
Paul  F.  Beery,  275  E.  State  St.  Colum¬ 
bus,  OH  43215.  To  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  oscil¬ 
lated  and  ribbon  wound  steel  and 
sheet,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  the  commodities  in  (1)  above, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
the  facilities  used  by  The  Gibraltor 
Group  of  Companies,  at  Rochester 
and  Buffalo,  NY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK.  HI,  and  NY). 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus.  OH.) 

Note.— Dual  operations  may  be  Involved 
in  this  proceeding. 

MC  1461 19F,  filed  January  17.  1979. 
Applicant:  WINSTON  COACH 

CORP.,  Drawer  507,  Bohemia,  NY 
11716.  Representative:  Sidney  J. 
Leshin,  575  Madison  Ave.,  New  York, 
NY  10022.  To  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting  passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round-trip  charter  oper¬ 
ations,  beginning  and  ending  at  points 
in  Nassau  and  Suffolk  Counties.  NY, 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Mineola  or  New  York,  NY.) 

Broker 

MC  130548P.  filed  January  17.  1979. 
Applicant:  BOWMAR  TOURS,  A  DI¬ 
VISION  OF  BOWMAR  THOROUGH¬ 
BRED  CONSULTANTS,  INC.,  628 
North  Broadway,  Lexington.  KY 
40508.  Representative:  Dan  M. 
Bowmar,  III  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  To  engage  in  operations,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker,  at  Lexington,  KY,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(including  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Lexington  or  Louisville,  KY.) 

(FR  Doc.  79-5916  Piled  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 
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[Notice  No.  32] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

February  26,  1979, 
Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  post¬ 
ponement,  cancellation  or  oral  argu¬ 
ment  appear  below  and  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  only  once.  This  list  contains 
prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
not  include  cases  previously  assigned 


hearing  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
Official  Docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  no¬ 
tices  of  cancellation  of  hearings  as 
promptly  as  possible,  but  interested 
parties  should  take  appropriate  steps 
to  insure  that  they  are  notified  of  can¬ 
cellation  or  postponements  of  hearings 
in  which  they  are  interested. 

FD  28890,  Knoxville  Metals  Corporation  v. 
Louisville  and  Nashville  Railroad  Compa¬ 
ny,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  13, 
1979,  at  Knoxville,  Tennessee  and  will  be 
held  in  Room  Lli-3,  301  Cumberland 
Building. 

IAS  No.  8863,  Switching  and  Minimum 
Carload  Charges,  Houston,  Texas,  now  as¬ 
signed  for  hearing  on  March  13,  1979,  at 
Houston,  Texas  and  will  be  held  in  Room 
5212,  Federal  BuUding. 

No.  MC  19311  (Sub-No.  46F).  Central  Trans¬ 
port.  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
March  13,  1979,  at  Indianapolis,  Indiana 
and  will  be  held  in  Room  402,  Old  Federal 
Building. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-No.  942F),  Coastal 
Tank  Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing 
on  March  22,  1979,  at  Louisville,  Kentucky 
will  be  held  in  Room  635,  Post  Office 
Building. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  1102F},  Matlack. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March 
21,  1979,  at  Louisville.  Kentucky  and  will 
be  held  in  Room  635,  Post  Office  Building. 
No.  MC  113651  (Sub-No.  268F).  Indiana  Re¬ 
frigerator  Lines,  Inc.,  now  a.ssigned  for 
hearing  March  20,  1979,  at  Louisville. 
Kentucky  and  will  be  held  in  Room  635, 
Post  Office  Building. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  348P).  Ligon  Spe¬ 
cialized  Hauler,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for 
hearing  on  March  19,  1979,  at  Louisville, 
Kentucky  and  will  be  held  in  Room  635, 
Post  Office  Building. 

No.  MC  144530P,  Carl  Leonard  Whitted. 
DBA  Hacaronee  Bus  Service,  now  assigned 
for  hearing  on  March  21,  1979.  at  Wil¬ 
mington.  North  Carolina  and  will  be  held 
in  City  Hall,  East  Main  Street. 

No.  MC  989  (Sub-No.  32F),  Ideal  Truck 
Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
April  23,  1979  (5  days),  at  Casper,  Wyo¬ 
ming  in  a  hearing  to  be  later  designated. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-6080  FUed  2-28-79;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01-M] 


[Notice  No.  161] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker, 
and  frieght  forwarder  transfer  applica¬ 
tions  filed  under  Section  212(b), 
206(a),  211,  312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  other¬ 
wise  specifically  noted)  contains  a 
statement  by  applicants  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  re- 
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suiting  from  approval  of  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  include  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  or  before  April  2, 
1979.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  pro¬ 
test  w  ill  be  construed  as  a  w'aiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the 
proceeding.  A  protest  must  be  ser\’ed 
upon  applicants’  representative(s),  or 
applicants  (if  no  such  representative  is 
named),  and  the  protestant  must  certi¬ 
fy  that  such  senice  has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the 
signed  original  and  six  copies  of  the 
protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  All  protests  must  specify  with 
particularity  the  factual  basis,  and  the 
section  of  the  Act,  or  the  applicable 
rule  governing  the  proposed  transfer 
which  protestant  believes  W'ould  pre¬ 
clude  approval  of  the  application.  If 
the  protest  contains  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  be  support¬ 
ed  by  an  explanation  as  to  why  the 
evidence  sought  to  be  presented 
connot  reasonably  be  submitted 
through  the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below' 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons 
on  notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

MC-FC-77611.  filed  October  26, 
1978.  Transferee:  McCOLLISTER’S 
MOVING  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  1800 
Rt.  130  N.  (P.O.  Box  9),  Burlington, 
NJ  08016.  Transferor:  YOUNG’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  (United  Jersey  Bank/ 
Cumberland  National  Bank,  Succes¬ 
sors  In  Interest),  470’ N.  Delsea.  Dr., 
Vineland,  NJ  08360.  Applicants’  Repre¬ 
sentative:  B.  W.  LaTourette,  Jr.,  11  S. 
Meramec  (Suite  1400),  St.  Louis,  MO 
63105,  Authority  sought  for  purchase 
by  transferee  of  a  portion  of  the  oper¬ 
ating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  107083,  issued 
December  2,  1970,  as  follows:  House¬ 
hold  Goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  between  points  in  Gloucester 
County,  New  Jersey  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points,  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Maryland,  Delaware,  Virginia. 
New  York.  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts.  Ohio.  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  and  West  Virginia.  Transferee 
is  presently  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  under  Certificate  No. 
MC  109426  and  subs  thereafter.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  Section  210a(b) 

MC-PC-77725.  filed  June  23.  1978. 
Transferee:  COLOR  ADO-DEN  VER/ 
WAREHOUSE-DELIVERY,  INC., 
4902  Smith  Rd.,  Denver.  CO  80216. 
Transferor:  SOUTH  PARK  MOTOR 
LINES.  INC.,  1420  38th  St..  Denver. 
CO  80205.  Applicants’  Representative: 
Edward  C.  Hastings.  Attorney  at  Law, 
666  Sherman  St.,  Denver,  CO  80203. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 


transferee  of  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Certificate 
of  Registration  No.  MC  97186  (Sub-4), 
issued  December  20,  1974,  as  follow’s: 
General  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
betw'een  specified  points  in  Colorado. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authori¬ 
ty  from  this  Commission,  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b).  A  related  appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  in  MC-FC-78016. 

MC-PC-78008,  filed  January  18, 
1979.  Transferee:  REITZEL  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO..  INC.,  7401  Fremont  Pike. 
Perrysburg,  OH,  43551.  Transferor: 
EDGAR  W.  LONG.  INC.,  3815  Old 
Wheeling  Road,  Zanesville,  OH.  43701. 
Transferee’s  representative:  Andrew 
Jay  Burkholder,  Beery  &  Spurlock 
Co.,  L.P.A.,  275  East  State  Street.  Co¬ 
lumbus,  OH  43215.  Transferor’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  H.  Brandon,  San¬ 
born,  Brandon  &  Duvall.  220  West 
Bridge  Street,  Dublin,  OH,  43017.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  for  purchase  by  trans¬ 
feree  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Certificate  No.  MC  119547  (Sub-No.  1). 
as  issued  April  26,  1968,  as  follow's, 
glassware,  machine-made  and  uncut 
(except  ampules,  bottles,  carboys,  de¬ 
mijohns,  and  jars),  from  Toledo,  OH, 
to  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania 
on  and  East  of  U.S.  Hw'y  11,  and  to 
points  in  DC,  MD,  DE.  NJ,  and  VA. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authori¬ 
ty  from  this  Commission.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b). 

MC-78011.  filed  January  12,  1979. 
Transferee:  WILLIAM  HOLT,  doing 
business  as  HOLT  TRUCKING,  Box 
53.  Moores  Hill,  IN  47032.  Transferor: 
CECIL  “SANDY ”  BURNETT 
TRUCKING  &  RADIATOR  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  R.R.  2,  Box  30,  Law'rence- 
burg,  IN  47025.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Theodore  K.  High,  Esq.,  Attorney 
for  Transferee.  2208  Central  Trust 
Tower,  Cincinnati.  OH  45202.  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  for  purchase  by  transferee 
of  the  operating  rights  of  transferor, 
as  set  forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC 
141230  and  (Sub-2),  issued  May  13. 
1976  and  June  21,  1978,  respectively  as 
follows:  Sand  and  gravel  aggregate, 
from  the  facilities  of  the  Ohio  Gravel 
Co.,  located  at  or  near  Hooven,  Hamil¬ 
ton  County,  OH  to  the  facilities  of  C- 
Block  of  Indiana,  Inc.,  in  Law'rence- 
burg.  Dearborn  County.  IN;  from  the 
facilities  of  the  Harrison  Sand  and 
Gravel  Co.,  Harrison,  Hamilton 
County,  OH  to  the  facilities  of  Top 
Quality  Concrete  Co.,  Inc,,  in  Lawren- 
ceburg.  Dearborn  County,  IN;  from 
the  facilities  of  the  Ohio  Gravel  Co., 
in  Hooven,  Hamilton  County,  OH  to 
the  facilities  of  the  Dearborn  Gravel 
Co.,  in  Greendale,  Dearborn  County, 
IN  and  Sand,  gravel,  bank  run,  sand 
and  gravel  aggregate,  rock  and  dirt. 


between  the  facilities  of  the  Dearborn 
Gravel  Co.,  at  or  near  Greendale, 
Dearborn  County,  IN  and  the  facilities 
of  American  Materials  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Harrison,  Hamilton  County,  OH. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authori¬ 
ty  from  this  Commission.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b). 

MC-PC-78015,  filed  January  22, 
1979.  Transferee:  DANIEL  J.  JARAC- 
ZESKI  and  DAVID  P.  AXTMAN,  a 
partnership,  doing  business  as  TETON 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  901  9th  St. 
South,  Great  Palls,  MT,  59401.  Trans¬ 
feror:  JOHN  P.  FLAHERTY,  doing 
business  as  FLAHERTY  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY.  2300  Ninth 
Avenue  North,  Great  Falls,  MT,  59401. 
Applicant’s  representative:  David  P. 
Axtman,  (same  address  as  transferee). 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
transferee  of  the  operating  rights  of 
transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Certificate 
No.  MC  138405  (Sub-1)  issued  July  9. 
1974,  as  follows:  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  specified 
regular  routes,  betw'een  Great  Palls. 
MT  and  Dupuyer,  MT,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  between  Junction 
U.S.  Hwy  89  and  Montana  Hwy  200, 
and  Augusta,  MT,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points;  between  Augusta,  MT, 
and  Chateau,  MT,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points;  between  Fairfield,  MT, 
and  Junction  Montana  Hwy  408  and 
U.S.  Hwy  287,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  Transferee  presently  holds  no 
authority  from  this  Commission.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  Section  210a(b). 

MC-FC-78016.  filed  January  22. 
1979.  ’Transferee:  COLORADO- 

DENVER/WAREHOUSE  -  DELIV¬ 
ERY.  INC.,  4902  Smitl\  Rd..  Denver. 
CO  80216.  Transferor:  MOUNTAIN 
MOTOR  WAY,  INC.,  4902  Smith  Rd., 
Denver,  CO  80216.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  C.  Hastings,  Attor¬ 
ney  at  Law,  666  Sherman  St.,  Denver, 
CO  80203.  Authority  sought  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Certificate  No.  MC  127575  (Sub-2)  and 
(Sub-6)  issued  June  10.  1976  and 
March  20.  1978,  as  follows:  Regular 
routes.  General  commodities  w'ith  ex¬ 
ceptions.  between  Denver,  CO,  and 
Frisco,  CO,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  west  of  the  Continental  Divide, 
and  the  off-route  points  of  Brecken- 
ridge  and  Montezuma,  CO;  Between 
Denver,  CO,  and  Idaho  Springs.  CO, 
serving  no  intermediate  points:  Be¬ 
tween  Denver.  CO,  and  Silver  Plume, 
CO,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
and  serving  the  hydroelectric  dam 
project  of  Public  Service  Company  of 
Colorado,  located  on  Cabin  Creek  of 
U.S.  Highway  6.  approximately  5  miles 
south  of  Georgetown.  CO,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  carri- 
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er's  regular-route  operations  author¬ 
ized  herein  between  Denver,  CO,  and 
Frisco,  CA.  Irregular  routes:  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions  between 
Denver,  CO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  Black  Hawk,  Central  City, 
and  Rollinsville,  CO.  ^tween  Silver 
Plume,  CO,  and  the  East  Portal  of  El¬ 
senhower  Memoral  Tunnel  on  Inter-  / 

state  Highway  78,  11  miles  west  of 
Silver  Plume,  CO.  Transferee  present¬ 
ly  holds  no  authority  from  this  Com¬ 
mission.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  Section 
210a(b).  Applicant  has  filed  a  related 
application  in  docket  MC-FC-77725. 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  79-6081  Filed  2-28  79;  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  of  meetings  published  under  the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (Pub.  L.  94-409)  5  U.S.C 
552b(eK3). 
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[6320-01 -M] 

1 

(M-197.  Arndt.  1:  February  23. 1979) 
CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Notice  of  deletion  of  item  from  the 
March  1. 1979,  meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m..  March  1. 
1979. 

PLACE:  Room  1027,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washingrton,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT;  16.  Docket  34345,  TXI’s  re¬ 
quest  for  an  emergency  exemption 
from  the  overflight  requirements  of  its 
certificate  or  401(J)(1)(B)  to  reduce 
service  at  Roswell  from  two  daily 
round  trips  to  one  contingent  upon 
the  provision  of  replacement  serWce 
by  Zia.  (Memo  8530,  BPDA.  OCCR). 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT; 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  the  Secretary 
(202)  673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Item  16  is  being  deleted  because  at  the 
February  21,  1979  meeting  the  Board 
instructed  staff  to  revise  and  do  by  no¬ 
tation.  Accordingly,  the  following 
Members  have  voted  that  agency  busi¬ 
ness  requires  the  deletion  of  Item  16 
from  the  March  1,  1979  agenda  and 
that  no  earlier  announcement  of  this 
deletion  was  possible: 

Chairman,  Marvin  S.  Cohen 
Member,  Richard  J.  O'Melia 
Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 
Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 

lS-407-79  PUed  2-27-79:  3:37  pm) 


[6351-01-M] 

2 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m.  March  6. 
1979. 

PLACE:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  5th  floor  hearing  room. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED; 
Federal  Register  release  adopting  a  re¬ 
vised  Form  1-FR  and  amending  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act  and  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act;  Sununary  of  Public 
Comments  Received  on  “Procedures 
for  Executing  Spread  Trading  on  Con¬ 
tract  Markets:  Advance  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking.” 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION; 

Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

[S-409  79  Filed  2-27-79;  3:37  pml 


[6714-01-Mj 

3 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  change  in  subject  matter 
of  agency  meeting. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (e)(2)  of  the  “Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  at  its  open 
meeting  held  at  2:00  p.m.  on  Monday, 
February  26,  1979,  the  Corporation’s 
Board  of  Directors  voted,  on  motion  of 
Chairman  Irvine  H.  Sprague,  seconded 
by  Director  William  M.  Isaac  (Ap¬ 
pointive)  to  withdraw  from  considera¬ 
tion  a  memorandum  and  resolution 
proposing  the  publication  for  com¬ 
ment  of  amendments  to  the  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  rules  and  regulations  which 
would  implement  title  VIII  ("Corre¬ 
spondent  Accounts”)  and  title  IX 
(“Disclosure  of  Material  Facts”)  of  the 
Financial  Institutions  Regulatory  and 
Interest  Rate  Control  Act  of  1978. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by 
the  same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 


notice  of  this  change  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable. 

Dated:  February  26, 1979. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation, 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Acting  Executive  Secretary, 

tS-408-79  2-27-79:  3:37  pm) 


[6770-01 -Ml 

4 

FOREIGN  CLAIMS  SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION. 

(P.C.S.C.  Meeting  Notice  No.  2-79) 

Announcement  in  Regard  to  Com¬ 
mission  Meetings  and  Hearings. 

The  Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission,  pursuant  to  its  regula¬ 
tions  (45  CFR  Part  504),  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  the  Sunshine  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552b),  hereby  gives  notice  in  regard  to 
the  scheduling  of  open  meetings  and 
oral  hearings  for  the  transaction  of 
Commission  business  and  other  mat¬ 
ters  specified,  as  follows: 

Date,  Time  and  Subject  Matter 

Wednesday.  Marcli  7,  1979,  at  10:30  a.m.. 
Canceled 

Wednesday.  March  14,  1979.  at  10:30  a.m.. 
Canceled 

Wednesday,  March  21,  1979,  at  10:30  a.m.. 
Canceled 

Wednesday.  March  28,  1979,  at  10:30  a.m.. 
Consideration  of  decisions  involving 
claims  of  American  Citizens  against  the 
German  Democratic  Republic 

Subject  matter  listed  above,  not  dis¬ 
posed  of  at  the  scheduled  meeting, 
may  be  carried  over  to  the  agenda  of 
the  following  meeting. 

All  meetings  are  held  at  the  Foreign 
Claims  Settiement  Commission.  1111- 
20th  Street,  N.W.;  Washington,  D.C. 
Requests  for  Information,  or  advance 
notices  of  intention  to  observe  a  meet¬ 
ing.  may  be  directed  to:  Executive  Di¬ 
rector,  Foreign  Claims  Settlement 
Commission,  llll-20th  Street.  N.W.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20579.  Telephone: 
(202)  653-6155 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  22.  1979. 

Francis  T.  Masterson, 
Executive  Director. 
IS-400-79  PUed  2-27-79:  11:17  am) 
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[7545-01 -M] 

5 

NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS 
BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m..  Wednes¬ 
day,  March  14,  1979. 

PLACE:  Board  Conference  Room, 
Sixth  Floor,  1717  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20570. 

STATUS:  Closed  to  public  observa¬ 
tion. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Consideration  of  applicants  qualified 
for  appointment  to  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

William  A.  Lubbers,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Washington,  D.C.  20570,  Tele¬ 
phone:  (202)  254-9430. 

Dated:  Washington.  D.C,,  February 
27,  1979. 

By  direction  of  the  Board: 

George  A.  Leet, 
Associate  Executive  Secretary, 
National  Labor  Relations  Board. 
lS-404-79  Filed  2-27-79;  3:37  pmJ 


1 7545-01 -M] 

4 

NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS 
BOARD. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m,,  Tuesday, 
March  20.  1979. 

PLACE:  Board  Conference  Room, 
Sixth  Floor,  1717  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20570. 

STATUS:  Open  to  public  observation. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Supplemental  report  and  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  Task  Force. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

William  A.  Lubbers,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Washington,  D.C.  20570,  Tele¬ 
phone:  (202)  254-9430. 

Dated:  Washington.  D.C.,  February 
27,  1979. 

By  direction  of  the  Board: 

George  A.  Leet, 
Associate  Executive  Secretary, 
National  Labor  Relations  Board. 
IS.  405-79  PUed  2-27-79;  3:37  pml 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD. 


TIME  AND  DATE:  9  a.m.,  Thursday, 
March  8, 1979  [NM-79-9]. 

PLACE:  NTSB  Board  R<x>m,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Boar^  800  In¬ 
dependence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Railroad  Accident  Report— Rear  end 
coUison  of  Conrall  Commuter  Train  No.  400 
and  Amtrak  Passenger  Train  No.  60,  Sea- 
brook,  Md.,  June  9, 1978. 

2.  Highway  Accident  iteporf— Overturn  of 
a  Tpsilanti,  Mich.,  Boy’s  CHub  bus  on  1-75 
near  Tifton,  Ga..  April  11, 1978. 

3.  Marine  Accident  Aeporf— Luling-Destre- 
hau  Perry  M/V  GEORGE  PRINCE  with 
the  tanker  SS  FROSTA  on  the  Mississippi 
River,  October  20, 1976. 

4.  Safety  Effectiveness  Evaluation— Bar 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion’s  National  Accident  Sampling  System 
(Part  ID. 

5.  Safety  Effectiveness  Evaluation— 
Review  of  the  Federal  Railroad  Administra¬ 
tion’s  Hazardous  Materials  Program  and  Ap¬ 
plicable  Track  Safety  Standards. 

6.  Recommendation  to  Kansas  Turnpike 
Authority  regarding  collision  between  two 
automobiles  on  1-79,  near  Lawrence,  Kans.. 
on  November  5, 1978. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Sharon  Flemming,  202-472-6022. 
(S-406-79  PUed  2-27-79;  3:37  pml 
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POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION. 

•  FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT; 
44  FR  10497,  February  20,  1979. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME 
AND  DATE  OP  THE  CLOSED  MEET¬ 
ING:  February  20.  1979,  4:30  p.m. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Meet¬ 
ing  date  and  time  changed  to  Febru¬ 
ary  28.  1979,  9:30  a.m. 

Meeting  remains  closed  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  552b(cK2)(6). 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE  IN¬ 
FORMATION: 

Ned  Callan,  Information  Officer, 
Postal  Rate  Conunission,  Room  500, 
2000  L  St.,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20268,  Telephone  202-254-5614. 
[S-401-79  Piled  2-27-79;  11:56  am) 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION. 

•  FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OP  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
[44  FR  10185,  February  16. 19791. 

STATUS:  Open  Meeting. 
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PLACE:  R(X)m  825,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED; 
Wednesday,  February  13, 1979. 

C^HANGES  IN  MEETING:  Deletion 
and  rescheduling. 

The  following  item  was  not  consid¬ 
ered  at  an  open  meeting  scheduled  for 
Wednesday,  February  21,  1979,  at 
10:00  a.m.,  but  has  been  rescheduled 
for  Wednesday,  March  7, 1979,  at  10:00 
a.m: 

Consideration  of  a  request  by  Amswiss  In¬ 
ternational  Corp.  that  the  Commission 
either  (1)  concur  In  an  interpretation  that 
Amswiss,  under  certain  circumstances, 
would  not  be  deemed  a  ‘‘third  market 
maker”  for  purposes  of  Rule  llAcl— 1  under 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  or  (2) 
grant  Amswiss  an  exemption  from  the  Rule, 
piusuant  to  paragraph  (d)  thereof,  relieving 
it  of  the  obligation  to  communicate  quota¬ 
tion  information  to  the  National  Association 
of  Seciuities  Dealers,  Inc.  for  dissemination 
to  quotation  vendors.  For  further  informa¬ 
tion,  please  contact  Stephen  L.  Parker  at 
(202)  755-8949. 

The  following  .item  was  not  consid¬ 
ered  at  an  open  meeting  scheduled  for 
Wednesday,  February  21,  1979  at  2:30 
p.m. 

Oral  argument  on  a  appeal  by  Frank 
DeFelice. 

Chairman  Williams  and  Commis¬ 
sioners  Loomis,  Evans  and  Pollack  de¬ 
termined  that  no  earlier  notice  thereof 
was  possible.  February  26, 1979. 

[S-402-79  PUed  2-27-79;  12:15  pml 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION 
OF  PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 
[To  be  published]  44FR  11164,  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1979. 

STATUS,  Clased  meeting. 

PLACE:  Room  825,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 

DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED: 
February  22, 1979. 

CHANGES  IN  MEETING:  Deletion 
and  rescheduling 

The  following  closed  item  scheduled 
for  Wednesday,  February  28.  1979  at 
10:00  am.,  has  been  rescheduled  for 
Tuesday,  March  6.  1979,  at  10:00  a.m.: 

Authorization  to  discuss  settlement  of 
possible  enforcement  action. 

Chairman  Williams  and  Commis¬ 
sioners  Loomis.  E^rans,  and  Pollack  de¬ 
termined  that  Commission  business  re¬ 
quired  the  above  changes  and  that  no 
earlier  notice  thereof  was  possible. 

February  26, 1979. 

(S-403-79  PUed  2-27-79;  12:15  pm] 
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